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Abstract
Scholars have theorized the technological displacement of sex workers at the hands of sex
robots,but none haveddressetiow sex robot representations cootmhtribute tosex work
stigma Using critical discourse analysis and sex positive tegdhis thesis seeks to address
this gap by analyzinthe production of knowledgn the emerging field of sex robots
Specifically, this study analyzes sex robot representations in academic literature and online news
articlesto critically considethow prevailing discourses may impaséx and genderorms and
sexwork stigma My analysisrevealed thathrough theirconstrudion as sex wdk, sex robot
representationseproduce problematic sex and gender noradical feminist discourseand
stigmatize sexvorkers and sex work clientsurthermorgsex workerssex work clients, and sex
robot/doll usersvere found to beinderrepresented theseconversationsThis research

demonstrates theeed for morénclusive and destigmatizirgex robotrepresentations.



Acknowledgements

| would like to express my deep gratitudarip thesis supervisd@r. Lara Karaiapwholl
amso honored to have had the opportunity to workiwiam eternally thankful for her
guidance, enthusiasrand continued support throughout my academic journsguld also like
to express my great appreciatitmmy committee members, Dr. Ummni Khan and Dr. Megan
RiversMoore. Along with Lara, these wom@noduce some of the most inspiriagdthought
provoking research that | have come across in my academic aaceeam immensely grateful
for the ways that they hawagaged with my work anthallenged my own thinking.

| would like to thank my chair, D Patrzia Gentile,andDr. Katie Bausctand Lana Keon
who have beemdispensablgillars of supportasl havenavigated through the thesis process
well as the student cohorts of thewWmakenoés an
it a joy to be a student at Carletdrmam also very grateful to the Social Sciences and Humanities
Research Council of Canada for supporting my research through funding.

| cannotspeak about sex robots without mentionSignon Dubewithout whom | would
have never delved inthis wonderfutopic.| am so grateful for the valuable knowledy&
excitemente has shared witine as well athe many opportunities he has granted me

Thank you to my parenfsr providing me with a supportive amgenmindedfamily
environment, giving me all the tools necessary to succeed, and never doubting me. Thank you to
my brother, Lucas, anay best friends in Montredébr always encouraging my pursuinally,
a very special thank you to my partner, Eliabpwas followed me to Ottawa in support of my
goals, who is my rock, and who both challenges and empowetsameso grateful to each and

every individual who has seen the value in my work and perspective.



Table of Contents

PN SIS o TN Il
ACKNOWLED GEMENTS. ..ot e e e e s e e e e et etb e e eaa e saa s st b me b e e s ba s e san s sbassba e eeas s essnns 1]
TABLE OF CONT EN T S ..ottt eet ettt et e e e e ee e e e e e s e e e ettt e et e tba e e s s rmeesseban s eseeaansesebbnssesssnneerernsseed v
LN I 110 L 1 1
QLSRN L 1 I T 6
CHAPTER 1: SEX ROBOTS: DEVELOPMENT, PREDICTIONS, AND THE SEX WORK PARALLEL......11
IS 10 2= TN 12
THEQURREN BT ATE OB X ROBOTS. .. ittiittiittiett ettt e ettt et e ettt e sb s et e s st s st et b s et et aa e st et ansesa s sbassanssbasesnssstssansssnnns 15
PREDICTEACCEPTANCE ANBE O B XROBOTS. . ittiiittiitiitieetteitttstttanesstetaeetttetts st tsa sttt ssnesstetaneestereesnerans 18
(@ g =eTo) TP N 2 T N = TR 25
THEPARALLEBETWEEKEXROBOTS ANBEXWVORK . .cvtiiii ittt ettt s e et e s e e e e e st e s et e e ea e s b s e aa e st e eanessnanns 28
CHAPTER 2: THEORETICAL FRAMEWORKS: STIGMA, THE FEMINIST SEX WARS, AND SEX POSIBWE THEORY
S LTy TN =T ] = 35
S AT 2D 2 Ny I = 48
I ot © 1T I £V / 12T 55
CHAPTER 3: METHODOLOGY & METHOND. ... ittt e et e e s s s e e emr e e s e s eaas 59
Y=g IO D10 I ) /P 60
1YL= 1 T S PT 63
(OF o VN o N 5 1 TR 75
GENDERINBOBOTS AND THEURERS . ... ttuiitttiiteiittettssaest sttt ssaesstetanstassntest et tetassenessteransatntrenesettersnsesnsenes 78
MEN WHABUYSEX PATHOLOGIZED ABHUMANIZED. ... .ccuuiitniitneii et steeeesttsesaestasesasstnssansssasestsstnssensssneranns 92
INHERENTARM ANDAUS ALITY, 11ttt ettt ettt ettt e et e et e saessae e st e saaeesa e eaa s e aaseaa e aa s st sean s en s st sansesnssensssssssnsesnsesnnen 102
SEXWORKERICTIMIZATION ANDISPOSABILITY. .. ttuetttetuneettteetssasstsetnssanesssessneessesneesn et setntesneetsseneesnerennes 109
VI SEST N3 S 2 EST =T =l 1Y =3 TP 112
(O ]\ [0 1] [ 115
LIMITATIONS ANBUTURHEDIRECTIONS ...t ttttuitttttteetneteteetntssssetetsteestessssesatessessettresnesstaeeaettnsesnesstaeraneesnieren 117
[ O o 121
F AN = VT [ 3N 165
P T N b, 0] = = 165
PP ENDIB: SAMPLETABLES. ...t ettt tttteett et e et s et eeta e e et e et e s et e e et e s s s eaa st aa e s aa e st sean s e s s sassbaseanssanssanesansesnannsan 171
APPENDIIC: SAMP LEST AT ISTICBABLES. ..ttt ittt et ettt et e e et e et e e e et e e et e e st e sb e ea e s aa e e st e st s eanessbnseanastnsranessnsenen 178



Introduction

Robots are being welcomed into our living rooms, kitchens, and bathrooms, but what
about our bedroomg&s robot technologypecomesncreasingly populam particular type of
robot seems to be on Acvoadingtobaeabes (2014ep whotsateh e s e x
visually humarike artifactsused for sexual activitthat perform humatike movements and
interact with the environment through artifitintelligence technologylhis technology is just
beginning to enter the market, arlmi t t edl y, the artificial i nt el
slightly underwhelmingbut it is evolving rapidly David Levy (2003), an artificial intelligence
expertand leading voice in the field, claims that sex with robots is inevitable and will soon
become a normal part of our livemnd hds not alone in his beliefn 2006, the chairman of the
European Robotics Research Network announced with confidende gloale will be having
sex with robots withinfiveyeass ( Levy , BodfGtufidt Pearpon (2A1l¥pbot sex will
beginto replacehuman sex byheyear 2050Beyondat-home usagescholars have predicted
that sex robot brothels will be commonplace in a near future (e.g. Yeoman &2@42s,

Though sex robestare not yet as comma@ssomehave anticipatedheydo exist.
Leading developers Ré&xbll offer hyperrealistic silicone sex dolls with advanced robotic heads
andaccompanyingrtificial intelligencesoftware Thedolls areable to perform facisdand neck
movements, and thek.l. software whichis managed through an gpg said to have learning
abi ities that allow the doll s t oprefeeenceand ong con
interestdfiR e a | D,0 | NAReahIDQllT thewo r | filestbovedoll: SolanaX6, n.d.) The
machines remain rather expensive for the time being, which may play a role in the delay of sex
robot brothel development. However, siotl brothelsareopening up around the wor{ldii Ma p

of sex doll brothelsaround thewo r | d , 0Sor@e(are Sajatoffer sex robots as well as sex



dolls, but this seems highly unlikely. These claims are difficult to vgrifgn the speed at which
such establishments aspened and closethe falseandexaggeratedtatementérom media
outlets and the inaccurate ust el roboteandfisexdoll® as i nterchangeabl e

Thesedevelopments have not gone unnoticeddtlyolars andnediaoutlets. In recent
years, sex robots have increasingly featured as controversial itop@s's articlesandacademic
texts(Doring & Poeschl2019) As ethical and legal debates emegx robots have forced
many to seriously reconsider ideas aboutas®k genderSome are excited about the possibilities
that sex robots presenigewing them as opportumgsto deconstruct sexual boundaries and make
sexual pleasurenore accessible (e.araian, 2@Q0; Levy, 2007aMcArthur, 2017. Cthers are
moreapprehensive about the technology, expressing caabaut theeffectsof sex robots on
our societyFrom these concernabolitionistmovements such as t@ampaign Against Sex
Robotswhich seeks tbansex robot developmenave begun to take for(fiAbouto, 2015.

In somecases, sex robots aadvertised asatalyssto a societal collapsa which
marriage is destroyeghd romancés deag when sex robots abound there will be no more
human sexual relatior{s.g.Geher, 2019Kummer, 2019 Thoughsuchspeculationsnay seem
extreme, they are unsurprising when we consider that sex toleotd theintersection ohuman
fearof artificial intelligenceand sexual tabodiowever, the most common sex robot anxieties
rest on theories thétey represent and lead gexism objectification, andriolenceagainst
women(seeGee, 206; Gutiu, 2012; Kaufman, 2018; Richardson, 2016a, 20%pbrrow, 2017,
Weber, 200h Sex robots themselves are believed to be harmful through their sexist
representationand #dlowing peopleto use sex robots is believed to further encourage deviant

and antisocial conduc{see Gutiu, 2012; Richardson, 2016a, 20Bjiarrow, 201).



Recently, scholars such as Danaher (2019) and Kubes (2019) have proposetitbat
robot argumentseproducghosemade by radical feminists against pornography. Indeetical
feministshavesimilarly criticizedpornography forepresentingind encouraging female
objectification and violencge.g.Barry, 1979Dwor ki pnOwol %8 IMa c KilMmMmBdBn ,
These discourses, often associated with the fenfirggtwar of the seventies and eighties,
have had a significamfluenceon academt, popularand legal constructions eéxuality. To
see them taken up within the context of sex robots raises interesting questions as to how these
discourses may further shape our understanding of sex and gender norms.

Above connections to discourse about pornogragésociations betweenxsmbots and
sex work dynamics are commonthe academic discourse and in fictional and-fictional
media(Doring & Poeschl2019).Richardson (2016&2016b) has spoken extensively about what
they believe is theonstruction of sex robdtuman relationships to mimic sex workgx work
client relationshipsAt t he heart of Richardsonds argument
feminist arguments againstxsworkd sex robots are especially problematic becausedhe
viewed as reproducingraodel of sex worknvolving female objectification and violence.

Ri chardsonés (2016a; 2016b) criticism of the
especially ineresting givernow sex robots are often proposed as an alternative to sex work.

Given that conversations about sex robotdentde ground for contemplatg sex and
genderit is critical b betterunderstand howadical feminist discoursesebeing talen up and
areshaping the popular conversatitih as Richardso(2016a; 2016bg¢laims,sex robots are
being constructed as sex werk and sex with robots is described asvgerk, how are these
representationfurtherconstructing sex woeks and sework? Furthermore, @@minist

discoursedave shaped popular discourses kagaldecisions regarding sex and sex work, what



may be the impact of radical feminist discourses emerging from sex robot representdtens?
purpose of this study thereforeto analyze the production and distribution of knowledge in the
emerging field of sex robots to critically consider its impact on constructions of sex and gender
norms | am interested in wh&éminist discourseprevailin discussions about sex robaisd
whether and how these narratives intersect with feminist debatessatiomork.l ask:1. How
does academic literature and online news media represent sex ldts? do these
representations reproduce or challenge sex and gender norms? 3. How depttessstations
reproduce or challenge radical feminist discourses on sexuality? and 4. How do these
representations reproduce or challenge sex work stigma?
This thesis isgidedbyWi | | i ams e PRositavd Sexuality Frar@viosk and
Ru b i n 6 ghedryloBesotic)stigmaandemploysfeminist methodologynd critical discourse
analysis. | pioritize research written by sex workers and sex worker organizations, and research
that highlights the opinions and experiences of sex workers and clients when contexts@kzing
robot narratives and their intersections vaéx work and lawMy goal isto theorize the
influenceof these discourses duture sex robot policy, sex work stignand law. Though many
have considered the effect of sex robot representations on wtmntkieno research has
considered how sex robot representations coaoidribute to the stigmatizatipmarginalization
and criminalizatiorof sex workers and saxork clients.This research seeks to address that gap.
In order to situate the reader, Chapter 1 includes a brief historical overview of the
development of roboticsex toys, sex dolls, and sex robots. The purpose of this general
introduction is to demonstrate how, across time and culture, humans have exhibited a fascination
with automata and a drive to create machines that mimic human form and intelligence. The

phenonenon of sex robots is understood as a natmdpredictable evolution given our human



history. This section also aims to, as accurately as possible, provide a representation of the state
of sex robot technology as it stands today.detailed in the chégr, pinpoining the exact state
of the technologys difficult given the speed with which it evolvasd theexaggerated or false
claimsmade by developers and media outleteen present a review of the literature on
expected acceptance and use ofrebots, some of the most common concexmd benefits
proposedy scholarsand prevailing debates on the construction of robotBex chapter ends
with a review of the parallels made between sex robots and sex work and tbkories
technologicalisplacementThis highlights the extent to which sex work is intrinsically related
to conversations about sex robots, and that there is a serious gap indheditdhat addresses
the consequences of this intersectidnile takingsex worker perspectives into account.

Chapter delineates théheoetical frameworkshat inspireboth inquiry and analysis
this projectlt begins by explainingsex work stigmagh r ough Gof f manés (1963)
andexpands into a broader consideration of erotic stigma as defined by Rubin (I8849ler
of academiditerature news media, and law as sitdknowledgeproductionthat can reinforce
and challenge stigma atfeen discussedNext, hrough areview ofthe feminist sex wars and
emerginganti-pornographyand antisex workstanced outline threeemergingdiscourseshat
are of particular relevance to current discussions concerning sex: iobetent harm, causality,
and fundamental differenceslInthelasiseciomofthen and w
chapter, | discuss sex positivity asheoretical frameworto combat sedal stigmaand outline
theuseoi | | i a m@Ol®)Rositevd Sexuality Framewoik my analysis.

Chapter 3 out |l ianneds mehsed dnoettoh osdeoll eocgty and anal
i teamduoerel i neabews saidi sdelleesentabrief explanation of

feminist methodology and critical discourse analysis thand/my decision to apply thesemy



research study thendetail the selection strategy that | developed to generate a representative
sample ohinesex robot academiextsand @ sex robot online news articlésat think through
the relationshigpetweensex robotsandsex work,aswell asthe questions that gied my
discourseanalysis.

Findings from my analysis are detailed in Chaptét degins witha discussion athe
conceptualization of sex robots as sex work throughout my sampleseamgblication of this
for the rest of my analysi€ach following ection discusethemes that emerged from my
discourse analysis as | tried to answer my research questitne gender ed constr uc
robanskex robopatubelegi theg and deahwmarsiez isregx o f
and sedi wookrrses ofcanbhakeghwoh&aem andtimizati
di sposaanbd miikteyi, ng perceprcdrnived pgompun ati ons.

Chapt ser composed of my concluding thought s,
l'imitations ofomwmepdaijiecnhs fBbod fed urel ¢ esfear c|
academij os r aabthiestpsr oductiamd ofr kpowe etdlgaet t he d
sex robots serve as an opportunity for us to
opprvees siex wor k | aw.

Terminology

Below is a list of relevant terms which should be understodxtstappreciatehis work.
Anthropomorphism: The act of attributing human characteristics and/or emotions to objects,
animals, and other nemuman thinggDuffy, 2013).
Arti ficial Dhnmelthigeneaxt ( AAL I . refers to comp

human | i ke intelligence such as (Sed,2012).i ng, Il an



Android /Gynoid/Humanoid: These refer to robots thatespecifically humasike in

appearancé Humanoiad n.d, Prucher, 2007)The term humanoid does not imply a particular

gender, whereas as gynoid implies that the robot is waikeim appearancgé @ynoidd n.d.).

Android canbe gender neutral or imply a rolibat is maldike in appearancérucher, 2007).

Aut oanmeé c hani cal devi cest whurcodf  pend demi gned t o
humans omfMAamniomad) X m@se ar e di fbfeecraeunste tthhaeny rhoabvo
artificial tihretyelclaingqheorticd earn or <changet oahy
be perTlhesnedcan be simple or rnalua bimastdognmixlioimpgd ¢
a small boy-Dboizl i%hcdenhtduacqg@vettintae ( St acey, 2013) .
BDSM / sadoma$BdDSM sm (amn/ m)mdm e ¢ inpaa ¢rsaensg et rodt s e x
(andse@xmal ) activities including but not | i mi/f
submi ssi on, anBtowsda.02618)s BIDSIMs pr(acti cing 1 ndi vi
practice one or Bmanretal., POHESaES sanettimeswsetd i e s (
interchangeably, especially in texts referring to arguments of the feminist sex wars. In this text |

will use BDSM. If sS/mis used, itis referencé o0 an aut horthisterwor k t hat u
CiBAcis individuadlerhasdetnhtei tsyanaes gtehne sex t hey h
(Henningsen, 2019).

DevianceeDevi ance refers to fia form of social wunac
culpability (Scambler & Paoli, 2008, p. 184Mdividuals who are deemed deviant are blamed

and seemsmorally responsible for their behaviou&cgmbler & Paoli, 2008 his

differentiates deviance from other forms of social unacceptability for which individuals are not

held responsibleScambler &Paoli, 2008) Labeling someone as deviant portrays them as

makingconsciousmmoral choices.



Discourseia compl e x, mul ti modal object, as a form

communicative event in its sociocultural context, managed by socially shatedying
cognitive strat egVaaDBik 20123 p. 1081).r esent at i onso
Doll: Ad o | lasmakscal@ figure of a human being used especially as a child's plaything
(ADol I , 0 n ,adol)need nonbe smiadcaked norespetifically used by a child, but it
does represent a human form.

Genderand SexNorms: Expectations about gender and sexuality that are socially constructed
(Kirch, 2008) Those who do not fit these norms afien stigmatizedostracizedand

discriminated against

Heteronormativity: A Western construct that values heterosexuality as the rionoh &
Brzuzy, 2s@he dojninantfsg¢xuaknjodel of social, cultural, political, and economic
organization, including the way it organizes identities, experiences, regimes of truth and
knowl edge, and i deo@epmeser 80160d.498)ender and se
Technological Displaement: The displacement of human labour caused by technological
advancement (Danaher, 2014; McConnell & Lampert, 19¥9hr ef erred t o as
unempl oyment o (Danaher, 2014; Mc Connell &
Technophtriaati on and ent husi asm Ogsceaau 2085). ( e
Sex Dolls:Sex dolls are artifacts which are used for sexual stimulation and that represent a
humanbody (Doring & Pdschl, 2018). They are differentiated from sex toys, whiely

represent body parts, because they represent a whole body, head, #Ddrfage Poschl,
2018).Sex dolls do not have A.l. abilities.

SexRobotThi s t ext (261F)defimlianroisbxegobdiss

a fAsex r ob ot enttythat issusey forasexwal plirposes @d., for sexual
stimulation and release) thaeets the following three conditions:

X 0

spe



Humanoid form, i.e., it is intended to represent (and is taken to represent) a human or
humanlike being in its appearance.

Human-like movement/behavior,i.e., it is intended to represent (and is taken to
represent) &auman or humanlike being in its behaviors and movements.

Some degree of artificial intelligencei.e., it is capable of interpreting and responding
information in its environment. This may be minimal (e.g., simple preprogrammed
behavioral responses) or more sophisticated (e.g., hemaxalent intelligencep. 4-5).

Sex RobotDoll Users/CustomergClients: For the purpose of this work, individuals avbse
sexdolls/robots whether through personal purchases or rental seywiebe described as sex
robotdoll users, customers, or clients. This is to avoid any confusion with sex work clients
which refers to those who specifically purchase sex work from a (human) sex.worker

Sex Work/Sex Worker. Generally sex work is an umbrella term used to describe a range of
sexual services in exchange for money or other material ghivas& Brzuzy, 200). Sex work
includes both legal and illegal activitiesxamples include erotic dancing, pornogranyd
prostitution.This definition is incompletas £x work need not always include sergoé a
sexual naturé¢e.g.nonsexualdomination ordating servics) andis not necessarily always
exchange for material goo@s.g. in exchange for services or protectidije definition of sex
work depends omdividual interpretationsf sexuality.

For the purpose of thikiesis sex work will refer to theconsensuagxchange of sexual
services for money or other material gobesween humanthat is currently criminalized in
Canada, or what is traditionally understood as prostitutiovill not refer to other types of legal
sex work such as pornography, unless indicdie8.e x wor ko and aBe@ke wor ker
used to refer to sex dolls/robots or imply hursax doll/robot interactions, unless specifically
citing an author who uses the terias suchThis is to make a clear delineation between sex

work: a job done by humans, and sex dolls/robots: objects used by humans.



Many sex workers find Aprostitutiono and i
terms andask that people uske ermsfi s e x wor k 0 a mzeadiNergeh Mensahk e r 0
2007) However,| am cognizant thahis isnotthe preference dll sex workersUsually, those
who use the term sex work do so to sighalrecognition of sex worker agency atemand for
a legal systenthat gives sex workesafety, freedom of choice, and benefidurisin et al.,

2018). Otherprefertou s e t he term prostitution to dAi mply
positiono andto demonstrate their perspective teax work isaninherently oppressive product
of a sexist and violent patriar@hsociety(Mackinnon, 2Q1; Richardson, 2016a, p. 290)his
thesis uses the term sex work in ordeadknowledge sex worker agendgmonstrate support

for sex worker®pposing the construction of sex work as inherently oppressine signal a
demand for laws that respect sex worker rigiiteenfiprostitutiord or fiprostitute is used, it is

to reflectterminology used by another authmference historicalsage or refer to specific

policy.

SexWork Client(s): In this piece, sework client will be used to refer to individuals who
purchaseriminalized sexual services fronumansex workersSexwork client is a term that |
have developetb mirror the sentiment of the terms sex work and sex worker, to highlight a
consensual exchange, andatwidthe stigmatizationof clients.

S e x Garl i: faxugl scripts are culturally defined organizations afiaty and sexuality
(Déring & Poeschl, 2019 An example of a prominent Western sexual script is that sexual
interactions must follow therder of kissingforeplaypenetrationoring & Poeschl, 2019

Ot h e riDthegng is a process whereby individuals and groups are treated and marked as

different and inferior from the dominant social group. Disenfranchised groups such as women,

1C



people of divergent ethnic backgrounds, workatess people, homosexuals, or migsamay all
be othered and, in consequence, suffer discri

Chapter 1: Sex Robots: Development, Predictions, antie Sex Work Parallel

Though sex robot technology is just beginning to enter the market, human fascination
with robots ad artificial intelligence imota new concept. The creation of automata can be
traced back as far as the first century A.D., and has been evidenced across many different
cultures (Levy, 2008) . Many are familiar with Gnaednch | nve
Digérateuro rd iige st ondheu ¢ emous mechaniitealt udwyc kc oafl dt
only move its wings, neck, and feet, but <coul
defecate by rel easi ngeAgpmpexviidaoiugddkye vsyt, @ r2e0d) inrat er
i mpr emsascihviense a huge attraction that sparaknedd i n
by hedtehtury, mechanical dol |.s Twddpaktylhma p sli ani | @am
bl i nk, tmanhdk rteH @ mseeal e epopul ar(ehgl dHaslbsobdeyB8Ba
dol | AppsesediixgZihk,evy,ad 2007

Oftenfatefhent of robot t e echnnodl ocgoyrisotdrhupcatn
l i ke aut omdfta nd(iuvenwyye, )t h&DHleBiadvancement , of A. | .
howetlmdnsot i vadrealaotfih@mac hi nes t hat nwger eéountot onl
practical and iahteDrigentbyLERgus2003@l devel o
creating robots capable of pieddoor mixmgpil @d u svti
and efficieacy ByLdeWnhye, 1D00@6s dapgaeaskysz2oOoentis
their efforts perfecting Aservice botsod who c
cl eaanrded u@ &(sLnegvyad .20hd s devel opeldot nttohat decul

pr owiudgerh acdarcwmilces dirElevyad nACher domg t o Lev

11



expert who has been studying intimate relatio
shift is being witnessed from industmryngtly se
being designed to interact with humans.
Robwi $h a shovencanf ifcoarlmayndit sibdmamid éedle been

under devel opment i n Japan Tsoidmoe ttherlk9 Ald s a(
androids abl e tfoe ptey , Vot tkcshwamgse@®si vebot t hat ¢
2087 To Lavy thaz®7 robots are but rudi mentary
near future: he prediweée-Biyhbatwitelhle ubrep bnobtase ocfr eta
the most creative of humansébe able to conduc
l evel of intellect and knowl edges;l iikre aomy | ang

superthurka&nconsciousness and emottd olnesadi(rpg 1a )p

towards robots with emotional functions who i
is confident that we wil| be able to ascribe
well . These predicthoilens ocameadewpescialalsy hapmalnisc
accept and interact with robots thaat have hum
Sex Toys

So how did we get from Asde$ethéeiggsduwkt h
i nterest merc htama cuade ammfd el ectronic devices to
existed forwathobhbetomdest di |l doAmess2005mat ed t o
Danaher, 207a; Lehmiller, 2018.1 n t hef @8I0 svi br ator $ nwehe 1 nv.
medi cal treat ment of hysteria: a broad term u
probl ems expernbelnicevde d yt avobne nclLathaend20l5hr ough or ¢

Lehmiller,2018L evy ,a 208Y s&vieb rlediOalros ente dfi cceavhi s e utad

12



sti mutlaalhnand ay anhielyldiadrinenadr u(sLter2yy @) 7.h oTu\gihbr at or s
are still considered ill egal fousnadme omibeces (
amo nlgsttb meam d (herbenick et al., 200%ehmiller, 2018;Levy, 20074). Today,
machines | i ke the famous @&ynhisant hats adadvloenawi ftc
are designed to create sensatittrag gobeyondsimpe replicaions ofhuman sexual interaction
(seeAppendix A,figure 3, Levy, 20078). Unique, intense, and superhuman sensatoes
common selling poistfor modernsextoys (Levy, 20073. Take for exampl€osmopolitad s
descriptions of toys in theanline article50 Sex Toys for Mind Blowing Orgasma butt plug
experience unlike any othéii jgomparable tpstanding next to really loud speakers and having
an orgasm just from that feelijogia thing [that] is like the robot version of a human mouth you
never knew (Hsiehu& Smathers, 2l 9)

Automated toys are not only developed for wonraale deices for stimulation are
traced back to Ger man c on StMostofthese desices featurea e 19
chamber in which the penis is inserted; depending on the design, the chamber may vibrate, move,
tighten and relax, et€Levy, 2007a) These are distinctive from sexual aids: artificial vaginas
which men use to masturbate into but that do not produce movement on their own, also
commonl y knowndThese tyfiek ttbgsshave hegnratownd since th& téntury
and have ben associated with dolls since ithereation (Levy, 2008) . By t,inflatable9 8 0 6 s
sex dollsmade from latex or vingl otherwise known as blowp doll€S werequite common
(Levy, 2007asee Appendix Afigure 4.). Unfortunately, these did nprovide muclrealism to
uses. Over the last thirty years, developers have been invested in solving this issue by creating

dolls that not only look but feel realisticevy, 2007a Today, thouglinflatable dolls still exist

13



there is anuchlarge variability of dolls available on thearket,including latex dolls, plush
dolls, anchyperrealisticsiliconedolls (Doring & P6schl,2018 Levy, 20073

The most advanced sdwlls available todayre created witBiliconeandcan be
positioned irmanywaysin order to provide users withmaore ealisticsexualexperienceThey
haveorifices in the mouth, vagina, and anus, are available in a variety of, stytire often
customizablepurchasers can choose options sudhadsstyle and colour, skin tone, eye colour,
and body shapgsee Appendix Afigure5.). Sex dolls are used by both men and women in solo
and partnered sex, but are also used in other friendly, romantic, and ceyetetkrities such as
grooming talking,and watching T.V.[0éring & P6sch] 2018).Due to thehigh costof these
dolls, sexdoll brothels which allow users to rent dolls for a limited amount of time, are
becoming more and more popuf{érM a psexaldll brothelsaround thewo r | d , &orgaB, 1 9 ;
2018) The recent increase in sex doll brothels around the globe has brought new attention to the
use of sex dolls, sparkimguch controvessandproducing thesimilar ethical and health
concerngaisedaboutsex robotsThe dolls are criticized fg@romoing the objectificationof
women, encouragg violence and contribuhg to social isolatiorand mental health issues in
users (Bring & P6schl,2018. Sex robots are made of the same matagalex dd$ and look
the same, but have incorporated sensors, aetotdsA.|l (Doring & Pdsch] 2018).

Considering the advancing state of robotics And the drive forrealism and the
increase in the development of sex toys that prosupernatural experiences, the addition of
robotic and A.l. technology to sex dolls emerges as a predictable nextageally, sex doll
companies and brothels are increasingly providing (or planning to provide) customers with both
dolls and robots. Fdhese reasonghe ethics oSex dolls and sex robots are often discussed

collectively. In the media, the terms are at times used interchangeably, though wrongfully so.
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The Current State of Sex Robots

|l ndeed, sex robots araepihdelrye, Samd ttihhegy aar er
t housand doll ars for a complete headwo fsaexe, a
roblodasReabavail able for *puwd c Edéslscaen aAHremaln
f i geuf ie g7y iiRee a | *D o | NiRehIDqlli thewo r | fihestbovedoll i Solando, n.d.).
I n order to create Dohé péfkest casmpmersnyaRea
every robot part: eye col our, bcohdayr gsehsa, p ec,u shtao n
can further their customi zra¢e¢aloinsmy ehoDsi age ¢ i
skin tone and shape, dpoubbliBocadheeismadandf phiegli gg:
with silicone rubbaertéki br aatdptrgoavhidd empat. arnetaklsi s t
The bodies ar ewhrieclhatanedeobwpsl f sekbbbe placed in
Attachkedsé olBodiee& equipped with a mg@gdul ator a
all owsaemgsasi ly swap bet we e n (fikealDdliet rheen tw ofra cdedss & n
love dolli Solando,n.d) The mechanical neck aenndabrmoedsul ar f
Har mony and Solana to perform a r &msgyen cohfi nngo v e
to imitate speech, and tur n(iReaDoltihber whbehdésl &
love dolli Solando, n.d)Wi t h t heir pur dhvees ea,e amestudmerd prtd o
app that managéelshrtolugihd. BEppgd ofmewasr ¢er eat e and d
connect to their physical dol I . Customers <can
their avatarsebttomahenl pershboal ity character
avatar acts afdnfeactunateltyhd ousdpple fans, t
on An;dRealDokit he wor | dés i $olamadnd)Ano vien sdeorltl, whi ch

resembles a typical masturbatory aid, i s plac
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insert causes the robot to produce sounds of
robot stops produciingks ogn s dafiRed @ ik® i Wnl..rads otuam db
Espedcinglriegsrsea vtehe | @daverritnigsead i | iti es of the ava
with their avatBas, stppvamed adptdidn ae ats awistoh
(ARealDolli thewo r | fihastbovedoll Solana>o, n.d)E Xx t r a g osoadi dcraeroea bi ese d
bwnl odikp exgi al (ARealRotlidu rhees vor | d o6 s i $olamdHnd) | ove dol
ReRdlils not the only company promising the
Android Love Dolls website,atmal egafndbfFemabepd
over 100 sexual act sadawatna redrimtca llalysd g e@om @seeheanw i n g
to be available for purchase: prices and an #
(AAndroid robot dolEvelyno,n.d)Thi s i s confusing given a state
websi t e atfeitd Love Dolk is astartupcompany and current dolls are in the final
development stage. We will keep the users posted in every aspect on the creation of our Android
Robot Dol | s t(fiReatisticoahdroio tolot dolis rodg Ibis unclear as tavhether
Andr oi d Lproduets ddeoalvailablé for purchase,-prder, or anythingatalsi mi,| ar | vy
AH ech offers dolls with a robodifdl he@edmntfiaty
Af eel vy o (iArtifitia mtelligenigsexdobot with facial expression deep lea®i2g19
n.d. Therobotsaresaidtonc|l ude t ouch s e n sanosndieatiod of pricet e r n a |
or purchase button @ovidedon the sitgfArtificial intelligentsex robot withfacialexpression
deeplearning, 2019).As f or Dol | Sweet, which produces sex
that they have developed a complete robot hea
devel oping sex r qiNettescoh mOtah & hree adracfMatl Ur eCy ber n

website, sex robots can be order efdepuhyo teorsa,i | a nod

16



an incredibly rudimentary website make knowin
chal | éRrrggucso,gp.d.).l t i s difficauadmpamyciestat yt weaifchr
robot deveblaospende notn, mheliceiBal | ¢t o sereaget o be | eadi ng

Many may have heard of Roxaxggdobhowlgamner e
devel oper Do tgckoansp athiyn eTsr uaenldaa repda nihcan deicey had
fiesdgex robot, a claim echoed bkiougha20l®; medi a o

Parsons, 2010; Salton, 2010 Not only was RoOXXXYy supplbsedly

t hodugphthave many oadwantdeged opvenrg model s: a cor
personality, a heartbeat and circulatory syst:
even the ability to orgasm, features yet to b

Stanford(Ueivydr.20thg 2010, True Companion began
advanobkdt t he curiously | ow priceacocfeamprS$6, 495
agreement with 15 clauses covering the purcha
whiacihd not include any sort of refund (Levy, =~
was not ready for del-orvdeerrys (bluetv yb,e d¢RaOsl 3t)o. alcecvey
expressed much concern about t htehacylgauieems mad e
i mpossible given the stated costs of developm
of HOpnesence amongst | eading developers and r_
AVN Adult Entertainment Fhkpomoadel!| Las t e gnaes he X e
desjarnedd vi deo evidence of the cl| &ilnmse maand e 20yl 7H
Levy, A2GIi3npl e comparison of the awvdbl &bl andma

robmdlses ehRdaaIn® oldlaectes much more sophisticated

L AccordingtoLevy(2013) t hese cl ai ms wer e mad etruecomparioe.coir ue Compan
However this site is no longer active
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appeaftsaeamec eAppe gdiinse A,he True Companion website
is safe taot alssagntec H daimmsomatdbebagntli nbataReaf Bbt
repr enehtog mostf msnfarmsmeex r obotThaev asiudadbelne t oday
di s ap p e suppasecsex rabdt companies is not uncommon (eogedolf), and it is
advisable that potential buyers do extensive research before making a purchase.
Predicted Acceptanceand Useof Sex Robots

Sex robots are on the rise, but many are skeptical as to whether these machines will
become popular amongst theerage consumeand whether humans can actually develop
romantic feelings towards robotgledia reports paint a conflicting pictu®ky News UK
reporteda pollin which 15% of men were willing to have sex with a roldgtile Huffington
Postreported thaonly 9% of peoplavereinterested in robot sg®anaher, 2014; Nixon, 2015).
According to YouGboooAmericans,24¢% of mearid 8% of womenr
would considerhaving sex with a robdRobot Sex2017).The accuracy of such polls is
debatable, and there is a lack of empirical research investigating how sincerely humans are
willing to have robot sexn one study, Scheutz and Arnold (20%6)veyedl00 Americans
regarding the capabilities of sex robotittappropriate use, their appropriate form, and what it
would be like to have sex with them: over two thirds of men said they would have sex with a
robot. These findings indicate that sex robots could be popular, but more research is necessary.
RegardlessLevy (200a; 2007h, assed that sex with robots will be normal and common in the
near future, and that we should gladly welcome them into our sexual lives.

Levy (20078) sees a parallel with thveay thatpet owners anthropomorphize and develop

deep emaobnal relationships with their animal companipasd the ways in which humans can

2According tloi sotlsd earn-donneldioniec | was & company f@mewvdioding sex
website could be found.
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become attached to ndiming objects.Theyexplain that a trueeliefi n an obj ect as @

Ahumano i s not necessary f or hua.aSmplytieatingf or m b

an object as human, for example by voicing its huinank e char act er i sti cs
bei ng so anjpoyibreg ntgo doaoyl i & )e, ledds to anthrogorfgrphisma s e
and attachment over time, which eventually induces feelings of connection (Levg). 2067
believes that ouability to have relationships with objects will soon extend to rolimgond

forming bonds, we will also be ableftl in love. Manyscholars would likely agree with
Levybds stat ement s, stha Bumans lmee a psycholodialteoderscyto at e
anthropomorphize objectBuffy, 2003; Sullins, 201R Furthermoretesearcthas showrthat
humansareeasilyconvincedthat a person loves theewen when actions contradict this belief

and children and seniopoject human feelinganto robotqSullins, 2012Turkle & al., 20086.
Computer desigrncan take advantage ofetbetendendes tocreat realistic experienceof
bondingwith machinegSullins, 2012) Additionally, thereis alreadyevidence of certain

individuals who prefer computgover humandcompany(Sullins, 2012. For Levy(2007a)

whether fostered throughe human impulse to cafer things, our ever increasing technophilia,

or as a solution to social isolation, romantic relationships with robots will soon be conventional.

In addition to studying the ways that humans characterize olgebtsdarshavealso
analyzedresearch othe use okex dollsto hypothesize about the ways that humans might use
sex robotsin their article,yeoman and Mars (2012) conjure up a futuristic scenario in which

Amsterdam is the top destination for sex robot tourism. The authors ysepthlarity of sex

(A

wWor

dolls in technologically advanced countries such as Japan and South Korea as rationale for their

projected success of sex robot tourism, echoing claims made by2@3¥b)t hat At he ear |

success of these sewll-for-hire businesses &clear indicator of things to comié static sex
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dolls can be hired out successfully, then sexbots with moving components seem certain to be

even mor e psd).Otheeauthdrsthave draiwn similar conclusions about the use of sex

robots Ddring ard Poschl (2018) suggest that sex robots will be used for solo and partnered sex,

and to form non sexual relationshi pgmb4).Aon the
Though an association between sex dolls and sex robots seems intuitive ghése ar

limitations to sex doll use dBe solepredictive model for sex robot use, as highlighted by the

findings of LancastedamesandBentley (2018). In 2018, LancastémmesandBentley

conducted a qualitative study which investigated the charaaterasid motivations of sex doll

ownersand their opinions on sex robots. Recruited through an online sex doll forum, participants

answered a questionnaire that combined both cl@setioperended questions. More than half

of the respondents communicatedttthey were intrigued by sex robot technology, but a number

of the respondents expressed ethical concerns, a lack of interest, a prefereanedbotic

dolls, a refusal to relinquish their current doll(s), and concernshépatvould not be able to

control their fantasies in the same ways as with a(lalhcastetJames & Bentley, 2018 a

BBC Newsrticle, a sex doll owner who purchased Real | .6 @p e&xplains his choice to not

i ntergrade it ilthdaughttheiag mahd bring hdf &oilife hut thee app Ras its

own personality and it is differentld,20d@.m how

Though there is presumableeaslap in the characteristics and motivations of sex doll consumers

with those of potential sex robot consumeesearctsuggest that there may also be important

differences between both types of consumers that should not be overlob&esfore though

sex dolls are a great starting point to help us understand sex rbleatsceptaceand use of sex

robots cannot be inferresblely through the study skx dollowners

Concerns
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Anxieties surrounding the potential impacts of sex robots on society areaoboth
within academic andon-academigublications In the Westfearof artificial intelligence and
robotsin generals quite common and is represented in both fictional anefiobanal media, a
phenomenon that is not reproduced in Japlaergrobots are viewed more positivellésich &
Rigby, 2017;Levy, 2008). Especially worrisome to some are autonomous weapons systems that
would replace human soldiers; the fear being that robots will not possess the same moral
judgment and responsibilitydhhumans can (Danah&arp & Sandberg2017). With sex
robots,it is not the morality of the robot that is a concern, but that of the user. As previously
mentioned, the most common sex robot concarasimilar to those about sex dolls: sex robots
will encouragebjectification, violence, addictiospcial isolationand sexist gender stereotypes
(Gee, 206; Gutiu, 2012; Kaufman, 201&ichardson, 2016a, 20168parrow, 2017Weber,
2005).In some cases, these concerns have resultedliocacyagainst he development and
distribution of sex robots (e.§Abouto, 2015)

Perhaps the mosbmmonconcermaboutsex robots is thahey will have negative effects
on the ways in which women aveewed andreatedDanaher, 201). For one, the physical
design of sex robots in itself could be problematic (Robertson, 2010; Gutiu, 2012; Sullins, 2012).
Most sex robots currently developed represent heteronormative ideals of female beauty (large
lips, small waist, large hips and bregadbongwhite hair, etc.)andthere is anxiety that these
sexualizedepresentationwill exacerbat&darmful gender norms (Gutiu, 2012; Robertson, 2010;
Sullins, 2012)Gutiu (2013 drawvsat t ent i on t o degrading comment s
sandwicho a@imschut up and s tTubepideosfofermate dormandrdidgsand Y o u
proposeshat sex robots reinforce stereotypes of women as passive and suboB#natese

misogynistic comments were specifically found under Mdae videos ofemalegendered
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robots, whereas comments underneath e videos ohongenderedobots focused on the
sophistication and performance of the machines, GR@ui2)believes that gendered robots
rather than robots in general, particularly strengthen sexist bélieédiefs thatcould lead to
sexistbehavioursThese fears have also bemmveyedn the media. In the television series
Humans a group of male teenagers harass a female form antbdne of theteenss
encourageto have sex with the robot after it has been turned-affi{ars, as in Danaher,
201h). WhatHumanscommunicatess not that such actions harm a rsentient robot, but that
they symbolize and normalize human violefDanaher, 2013).

Media and scholahip on sex robothaveexpressdconcerns about theymbolic
consequences of a sexual activity in which consenit, is understood in human sexual
relationshipscannot be replicateBates, 2017Danaher, 2013: Sparrow 2017. Some lament
the fact thatertain robots are/will be designedrédusesexualadvancesand that this is
advertised as their selling poif8parrow 2017. Others argue that no matter the desggx with
a robotinherentlyeroticizesrapebecause a robatan in no wayactivelydecide to have sex
(Danaher, 20153, Gutiu, 2012;Richardson, 2018 2016bSparrow 2017. The robot is either
programmed to consenthich scholars argue, givestherohob fichoi ce®s and nor m
dangerous tropes of \Sparew) 204/s. 466)1 diemativelyther ai | a b |
robot canbe programmed to be able to refuse condeut this is still problematic because it
gives users the opportunity to engage in an imitation of rape (Sparrow, EQ&n f no act of
consent is prograed into the robot, rape $ill believed to berepresented because no consent
can be explicitly given (Sparrow, 2017). Some have proposgddhotsvhose symbolic nature

is unethical, such as child sex robots and sex robots designed to refuse adandehe
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outlawed on the basis of their immoral representategardless of whether they lead to actual
harm (Danaher, 2017b; Sparrow, 2017).

Predcted harms of sex robots are not limited to effects on women, many authors have
proposed potential negative effects for sex robot users (Gutiu, Ritgrdson, 20186 2016b;
Snell, 1997; Sullins, 2012; Whitby, 2011). The main concern is that usinglsats reould
promote social isolation; users could become addicted, would avoid meeting other people, and
would miss out on the important skills that are developed by attempting romantic relationships
with humans Danaher, 2013, Gutiu, 2012; Snell, 199 Richardson, 201852016b;Sullins,
2012; Whitby, 2011). Gutiu (2012) states that
engage o6womend without having to experience s
l over 6 who does amy omhrelsleemngdashear wuncertai ntyc
Proposed Benefits

Thoughthere arenany concerns about sex robots, there are also many proposed benefits.
One of these is obvious, yet often overloakgdeasureMcArthur (2017)refersto what they
cal l Ahedonic argumentso: sex robot s idwais,l | bri
and this will likely improve their quality oflife and t herefore fAthe | evel
t he wor |Tdi®is Spmorted dy)research that demonstratesgbatdoll owners benefit
from sexual angienerakatisfaction from their usand relationships with dolland that
general ly, peoplhapiressgeem toimprgve with grdaterflegels afrsekual
satisfaction (Langcasteélames & Bentley, 2018; McArthur, 2017; Valverde, 2082x robots
may also satisfy nichgexual interests and fantasies in individuals for whom this would be an
obvious benefjitand some believe that sex robots will provide a level of sexual pleasure

unachievable with partnered or solo human sex (Levy, 2@atang & Pdsch) 2018) Indeed, it
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is highly likely that sex robot use could increéseels of happiness in certain individudisit to
saythatsex robas will increase the overall happinestthe world is quite a stretch, as this is
difficult if not impossible to measure andrrelateto a specific variableln my encounters with
sex roboimedia I, like others (Karaian, ZD), have found the focus on pleasure to be mirdmal
hedonistic type argumensgem to gain little tractiod his may be becausexual pleasure is
still undervaluedacross discourses iaw, religion politics, education, antiealth(Allen, 2004;
Hull, 2008;Kaplan, 2014; McArthur, 201 Pitts & Greene, 2020 epper, 200

More commonly, proposed benefits of sex robots arefofmedo m fAdi st ri but i ve
argument so ( Mc A SBuchanrgumentedplain that mdivididaBohave
difficulties accessinfpumansexual encountersan benefit from sex robot&rguments for the
accessibility of sex robots have been made for variaigiduals, such as those singlesex
(e.g.prison)and lonely (e.g. spagenvironmentssexual minoritieshosewho have had
traumatic sexual experiencélspse withlimited sexual experiencéhose withsexual difficulties
or arxieties,those who are severely mentally or physically disaldedhose who simply do not
wanta committed partngAnctil & Dubé, 2020;Di Nucci, 2017;Déring & Pésch) 2018;
McArthur, 2017 Levy, 2007 Being deprivedf sexual pleasure and sexual relatiopsian
havenegative effects on individuals, including depression and violent behathetefore, sex
robots could be an interesting solution for these individiM¢Arthur, 2017. They could
provide users sexual pleasure and emotional bonding beyemrdpabilities of more typical sex
toys, and could even be wkas dransition to human relationships (McArthur, 2017)

Scholars such as McArthur (2017) and Danaher (2017a; 2019) explain that sex robots
should not be solely viewed aseplacement fonuman relationshipsut as potential tools for

improving them. Sex robots could be useéxplore gender and sexual orientatiomerk
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through sexual trauméearn about sexand improve sexual skills (McArthur, 201T).ongoing
relatiorships, sex robots could help couples with different levels of libido or unmatched
fantasiesor could simplybe used t@pice things up (McArthur, 2017). Some have even
suggested that sex robots could reduce infidelity (McArthur, 2017; #ed&nMars, 2012)

Othercommonlyproposed benefits of sex robots aoecerned with avoiding risks
involved with humansea nd contri buting t o .&mvandedpregaahcy f h e a
andsexually transmitted infectiorcain be avoided with sex robots, makingrtha safer
alternative for users, and a potential solution for reducing these problems on a larger scale
(Déring & Posch) 2018; Levy, 2007a; Yeoman & Mars, 201®IcArthur (2017) believes that
sex robots could have health bendfitsusers, given that gher levels of sexual activity is
related to various health outcomes. Moreover, sex robots could be designed to increase these
health benefits, for example by increasing the amount of physical exertion required to use them
(McArthur, 2017).The developmentf sex robots as therapeutic tools to help reduce sexual
violenceand teach consent, empathy and compaskamalso been suggestéa¢til & Dubé,
2019;Danaher, 2017HPeeters & Haselager, 2018)nally, the elimination of sex work is
proposedoy some as potential benefit of sex robots.g§.Doéring & Pésch) 2018;Levy 2007a,
2007b; Yeoman & Mars, 20)12However, whether thishould be considered as a benefit is
debatable. For furtheliscussion on this, see this chaptsection on the parallbletween sex
work and sex robotas well as the analysis provideddnapter 4.
Categorizing Robot Sex

So what exactly is robot sex? This question may seem redundant, but the question of
robot sexs incredibly complex and highly relevant. Scholars question whether sex robots can be

simply considered as very advanced sex toys, and therefore rolast jsstanother form of
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masturbation, or if robot sex is something closer to partnered sex. Thetdistis important, as
the categorization of sex robots has a strong
moraltyand t hei r a g.e@Timeaygunsest can bearmade ¢hat sobot sex is more than
masturbation because of the way that irdliralswill relateto robots(McArthur, 2017). As
mentioned in this text, humans do foemmotionalbonds to objectand can perceive themselves
as being in a relationshipith such object$McArthur, 2017; Sullins, 201Zfurkle & al., 2006)
As evidenced byhe emotional and relational connecti@xperiencedby sex doll owners, it is
very possiblghat many humans will form simildrondsto robots Doring & Pdsch) 2018;
LangcasteJames & Bentley, 2018; Valverde, 201@)ven this, categorizing robot sex as
nothing more than masturbation seems incorrect, and discounts the experiences of many. For
some, the inability to c ataagthaseiwithearobdsatypeobot s
of Anonreciprocal sexéthat deploys an 6Ot herod
2017, p.37). This view of robot sex supports arguments such as those madaulf@ 2) and
Richardson (2016a; 2016b), that robot sea form of objectificatiomnd thereforemmoral
because itepresentscondonesand possibly encouragebjectification(McArthur, 2017).

However, the same argument that is used to support this view of objectifidatar
individuals relate to rolie as more than objeétscan also be used to refute it. If individuals do
relate to robots and connect with them on an emotional level, can the use of robots not also
represent, condone, and further encoutageeficialactivities? Following the logic of
representationempathetic and caring activitiegjchas those evidenced by sex doll owners,
should have the same represemtatieight as anybjectifyingsexual activitie. Authorsthus
argue thatobot sex need not be limited toepresentation of objectifying sex, instead, it could

represent and therefore encourage, Areci proca
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On the other hand, it can be argued tbabt sexs just masturbation. If sex is
understood aa sexual exchange with another person (whethesvaginal, oral, anal or
manual ) that r equi © asortadfbackeanddalth, sharng) @ nutualgency o
awarenes$ then masturbation is not seMigotti & Wyatt, 2017, p. 20). Indeed most people do
not consider masturbation to be sex, and doing so has brought up interesting considerations as to
whether masturbatiénif sexd is also then homosexual and incestuous sex (Migotti & Wyatt,
2017). If we accept that masturbation is not s&en masturbation with a toy, no matter how
fantastical omdvancd, remains masturbation. For some, robot sex can only be considered as
Asexo0 in the way that we understand it i f the
which requires sentiengMigotti & Wyatt, 2017). Under this view, until sex robotsesentient,
the ethical questions of human sex such as consent and infidelity are inapplicable (Migotti &
Wyatt, 2017). After all, though highly advanced, a nsantient robot is still an object

I myself favour the view thdteating (norsentient) robot sex as partnered sex is
inaccurate, but again, worry thatlassification of masturbation fails to acknowledge the very
realemotional connection that some individuals may feel. Still, as tigodWyatt (2017)
point out, therarecertainly individuals whalreadybuild relational bonds with sex toys (or
stuffed animals), and this does not changegemeralunderstanding of these objects as objects.
Perhaps then, robot sex should be comsitlas something elsept partnered sex, but a
heightened or special form of masturbati@ncording to Karaian (2ZD), nornsentientsex
robots should be considered as fAsophisticated
materialize our fantasies in the same way that other mediums, such as writing and film, are

commonly used (p4). Of coursegxperiencesvill vary greatly from user to usebome may
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treatrobot sex just likaising a typical sex toy, while others nmfayd the experience unmatched
by human companionship.
The Parallel Between Sex Robots and Sex Work

Whether robot sex isonstructecissimplemasturbatonpleasureor a form of
objectificationneeding to be banngtihe theme of sex wonleoccursn discussios of sex
robots A substanti al asidleentialbaok iodedicated voythé slea pfzdx 0 7
robots as legal alternatives to prostitution. Through a literary analysis of the motivations of men
who purchase sex, Levy explains why sex robotdittireg substitutes and concludes that the
technological displacement of sex workers by sex robots is a realistic possibility. Other scholars
such as Bendel (2015), Danaher (2014), and Yae@andMars (2012) have proposed sex robots
as solutions to problems associated with sex work; suggesting that they could eliminate
pregnancy and STI risks, make transactions easier and safer, promote hygiene, reduce legal
complicatiors, and encourage a reduction human trafficking. Richardson (204;,62016b also
makes parallels between sex robots and sex wWorkever Richardsodoes not believe that sex
robots will replace or eliminate sex wotkstead Richardson (2018 2016b suggest that sex
robots willcause an increase in the demand for sex work, claiming a causal relationship between
the development of new sex technologies (such as pornography, sex dolls, and sex robots) and an
increase in the sex work markBichardson (2018 2016 argues that reteonships between
consumers and sex robots are being developed to mimic, and therefore reinforce, relationships
betweersex workclients and sex workers which they believe to be inherently unethical,
objectifying,exploitative, and violenfThese concernare at the source of the development of
the Campaign Against Sex Robots. The Campaign, launched in September 2015, is also based on

the beliefthat there arparallels between humanbot relationships angex workclientsex
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worker relationships, and ths¢x work is a form of violence and exploitation against women and

children (Danaheet al.,2017;About 2015).Its website reads:

The vision for sex robots is underscored by reference to progtituteexchange which

relies on recognizing only the neeand wants of the buyers of sexual abuse, the persons

in prostitution are not attributed subjectivity and reduced to a thing (just like the robot).

The development of sex robots and the ideas to support their production show the

immense horrors still prest in the world of prostitution which is built on the
Aiperceivedo inferiority of women and child
objects About 2015)

Ri chardsono6s ( 2akditmportant2@edtiénb gboutiioe wapnthex work is
constructedn sex robot representations. There is obviously a recurring association between sex
robots and sex work, and though Richardson (2016a; 2016b) has discussed what consequences
they believe thigonstruction will have on women, little consideration has Ipagafito the
consequences tfiese sex robot narratives thhose actually involved in sex wdrksex workers
and sex work clients.

The parallel between sex robots and sex work does not onlyrearshdemic debaté,
alsoseems to be engrained in our collective consciousness. Amongst a list of fifteen possible
uses for sex robots, survey respondents rated
(Scheutz & Arnold, 2016, p.354nterestngly, an age effect was found: the use of robots
Ai nstead of prostitutesodo was | ess acceptabl e
the possibility of generational differences in beliefs about sex robots and/or sex work (Scheutz &
Arnold, 2016).Perhaps, compared to older adults, Millennials do not feel that sex robots and sex
work are so easily interchangealdler per haps t hey f eedaccapthbdet fHApr os
practice whether with a robot or human. Without more detailed reséaichard to determine

what this finding reveals.
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Associations between sex work and sex robeievalso seeim DoringandPo e s c hl 6's
(2019) study on media representations of réhohan relationshipahereinsex
work/prostitution relationships and dynas were found to be present in both fictional and non
fictional media, though significantly more common in fimtional media Another study
looking at reactions of disgust towards sex robots by presenting participants hypothetical
scenarios found thgiarticipants judged the behaviour and character of individuals paying for
sex with humans more harshly than individualgipgfor sex with a robot (Koverola et al.,
2018). This indicates that robot sex maych#urally viewedas a morally acceptable alternative
to sex work.
The Technological Displacemenaf Sex Work?

In 2014 legal philosophedohn Danaher published an artitlatdissecs and reflecs
uponpredominant theories concerning the consequences of sex robotpiesetan the sex
wor k mar ket. According to Danaher (2014), <cur
Hypot hesi so or fAt hoe ARehsei IDi esmpcl ya cHeympeontt h eHsyipsot h e s
Danaher as the proposi tlacednby gexrabbts, mych as ethei t ut i on
forms of human labour have been displaced by technological analbpguesn d has been
forwarded by a few key authors in the field (p. 117; Levy, 20@007bYeoman & Mars,
2012). This hypothese sThediied amd iidthlree TAdAwnas tes
(Danaher, 2014, p.118). The Transference Thesis argues that the needs and desiveslof sex
clients can be fulfilled by sex robots, while the Advantage Thesis argues that sex robots will
provide many advantages ovexsvorkers. Levy (2008 2007b)and Danahesummarizehe
driving factors to buying sex as: a need for mutuality, a need for sexual variety, a desire to avoid

expectations that come with relationships, and a need for alternatives for those who lack sexual
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success. Levy claims that the needs associated withdhesgy forces can be met and
surpassed by sex rolsagiven thathey have zero expectations, offer more variety, satisfy
specific physical and sexual preferences, and can provide genuine comipignloss/ stresses
that sex robots can simply provide more options to users than a human could. Any desired
physical or personality trait can be designed into a robot, allowing clients to purchpaetiiee
of their dreamsMoreover, sex robots can allavgers to perform niche or risky sexual acts that a
human may be uncomfortable witfinally, Levy (2007a; 2007bgxplains that because intimacy
can be programmed into sex robots, they will be able to cagatee convincing illusion of the
emotional conaction craved by clients, avoiding the potential disingenuousness of human sex
wor kers who may have to fAifaked a connecti on.
L evy 0 sa 20020t @f driving factors to purchasing sex builds upon a relatively
strong foundation ofesearch on sexork clients, buthere is little evidence timdicate thathe
experience opurchasing sex from a humantransferable tsex robo$, and viether a crossover
between both populations (sex work clients and sex robot users) truly Existsif similar
basici ne e d s 0 a rtheough bathtthie gsé af @ skxrobot and the purchase of sex work
we cannot assume that lieeexperiences aexactlythe samer of interest to the same
individuals Interestingly LancastetrJamesaindBentleyd €018)studyof sexdoll usersound
thathprosti tuteo was one of the | east (4%) used
(44%) and companion (43%) being the top twalicatingthat sex doll users do not necessarily
view sex dolls through the lens of sex wdtks possilte that thiswill also betrue for sex robot
usersUnfortunately, the current literatuneainly consists of assumptions made by scholars who,
as far as we know, are not sex robot users themgepexeption®f sex robots need to be

furtherunderstood from the perspective of individuals who actually use thesesohjescalso
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important to consider possible individual differences and refrain from lumpingaoclients

into one heterogenous graups previously mentioned, only a little more than half of sex doll
usersexpressedrainterest in exploring sex robofsangcastetdJames & Bentley, 2018).
Similarly, though many sework clients may find sex robots appealing, it is conceivable that a
significant amount will also be disinterested.

Danaheracknowledges this possibility witheir Resiliency Hypothesis fide mand f or
supply of human sexual l abour is | i K2®14y to r e
p.121). This hypothesis relies mmat Danahec al | s fit he Huma:mo®r ef er enc
humans willnaturally prefer, and therefore continue to choose, human sex over ro20éx
p.121).Danahel(2014)defendsithe Human Preference Thesisy referencing a Huffington
Post poll in which only 9% of respondents said they would have sex with a Pamather also
usesheirown preference as rationale for the Human Preference Thesigr ilftl wereg : i
presented with the choice between sehwita é human partner or a robot
former tands hetiamagtehat fAa case can be made f o
from common sense and intuitid(p.122).However, considering the range of findings reported
by pollson sex robbinterest (e.gNixon, 2015 Robot Sex2017, andthe evidence to suggest
the inaccuracyf online polls Peterson, 20)8this Huffington Post poll inot nearly enough
evidence to fully support the Human Preferehbesis Furthermorefindingsfrom Scheutzand
Arnold (2016)paint a different picture, suggesting that otveo thirds of men would be
interested in exploring robotseéxi nal | y , (2004useaohpersodad preference does very
little to support the Human Preference Tibgas this may very well vary from person to person.

Anot her thesis used by Danaher to support

Supply Thesi® whi ch supports that technological di s
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an increase in geworkers, and will ensure a large enough supply of human sexual work for
anyone who desires i2Q14,p. 124).Thistheoryhas a few problems. For onereties on the
assumption that people who lose their jobs to technology wilssheex work aan aternative
andfurther evidence that this is a real effect of technological displacement is nSededdly,
even if the supply of sex workers remains consistent or increases, this does not guarantee a
matching demandCertainly, both the Displacement Hythesis and the Resiliency Hypothesis
lack empirical support. Furthermore, authors on both sides odethetehave failed to recognize
specific socidegal contexts, and the crucial role these may have on the technological
displacement of sex workers.

Even i f we as s umpositbathateséxevith@ slumanZisitiie ébvious
preferred choiceheyhave failed to consider the ways in which laws can affect such choices.
Theymention that robots have legal advantages over humans, but emphasize that the law has
never dissuaded people from becoming sex workers in theapddhathe sex work market
will continue to grow and move towards decriminalization (eliminating thekatigsof robots
displacing sex workerslsing Canadian prostitution law as an example, which decriminalizes
sex work but criminalizethe purchase afex,it becomes clear th&éit a n a h(20X4fRssiliency
Hypothesis cannot be so easily generaliRadential sexwork clientsin Canadaurrently do not
havethelegalf r eedom t o mak e tohne sortheyinmy havfestrongerd c hoi c e
motivations for choosing robots over sex workers. Additionally, there is uncertainty that the
complete decriminalizatioof sex work is in the near future for Canada. Even if it does happen,
it is difficult to predict that its timing will coincide with sex robot technology in a way that
avoids technological displacemehgegal contexts are briefly discussedUsyvy (2007a2007b)

and Yeoman & Mars (2012), batainly inthe context of proposing sex robots as a positive legal
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alternative to prostitutian
Overwhelmingly, whether scholars propose that robots will reduce or reinforce sex work,

there is a serious lack of attemtigiven to legal contexts and their possible influence on the
guestion at handrurthermore, researchers have failedd¢dously considethe impact of sex
robots on the lives of individual sex workemsy have theyincluded sex worker perspectives
into their theorizationsThis has resulted in scholarship that lacks specificity and inclusivity.
Given the frequency with whickex robots are associated wséx work, 1 is important that
these intersectiorare critically analyzed, and that possibtensequencésfor both robots and
their consumers, as well as sex workers and their ciido¢sonsidered.

Chapter 2: Theoretical Frameworks: Stigma, TheFeminist Sex Wars, and Sex Positive

Theory
I n order tomycantéysual btfoektehxe sroghpodesrs elretdat i o

beldonvamel y the extent to which they are concep
wor lBeithehapt er elxed inagrsatiebfyi sne xn gsvbir g ma t hr ough Gof i
(196B¢ory ahmd sRulgimady (0198 4¢x atalllw o d B ntgihrend ,e
of academic scholiaprrsoidingg, r enperdg daunad aiondgh | i ena g
theomut |l i ne promi nemt sfeaxmiad & drteicthwhlad theggs csewrusad s
Key here is a camgdi cadktatuineabstofdi seadecsdleexual s
sexudhetyerm fAiradical fiemitnhtiogd ethdcxdDNPASSEe $ @ CiUS
positi bhsewhtor conpppose certain sexual practices o
evidence of, (gendderal,jamebo anb sstngb | i sh essenti al
bet ween mal e andufld@emiadT hsiesk vianiciltuydes positi ons

femi andulst ur al baemial sbosfr onmufnedoeirme st SOevimion i sl &
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such as | enobi arm mii eeramrcies f e amngs | wihavt e sacoadel t o

carcer ale . fBeminnsitsentiRg,d i &1 Moise nuitsieidg r oup thers e po:
simplicity as i hatscambytthoel icaorr et evrant utahsadtb ei ng
represented withMowesex, roboi sdempmeostaeaityto ac
feminist whair a dfeenehiod U pepovvats wyfomdese podi hbbns

every feminist whoi deipggsofrd si nt & kdFcheelp cfhearpit reinste n

withhnasider aposntovVeseReoretical frameworks fo
sexuality such as those represented in my wor
Stigma Theory

Understandinghe production and consequenoésexualstigmafor sex robots and sex
work is key for making sense of these intersecting narratiies word stigma stems from the
Greeks, who used the term to define marks made by cuts and burns on the bodies of slaves,
criminals, or traitors to identify their diffemee andack of morality(Goffman, 1963).

Throughout history and across various cultures, the practice of marking individuals has been
used to single out, control, afdthe individuals.Salient examples include Nazis forcing
people identified as of Jesh origin, ancestry, or faith to wear badges during WWiited
States Holocaust Memorial Museum, Washington, DC),radd tattoos used to mark Japanese
criminals(Dajani, 2017. Today, stigma describes a phenomenon extending far beyond the
boundaries bvisible marks. It encompasses a broad range of behaviours, thoughts, and patterns
that result in the othering and discrimination of individuals or groups
Sex Work Stigma and Goffmanés Theory

The purchase and sale of sexual services are understoaghaetigeed practicesnd

both sex workers and sex clients face discrimination as a result of $Bgatkert, 2012;
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Hammond, 2016 For sex workers, discrimination is so prevalent that tleer otophoBieo
and its English t,0 ael@dnsken agoroy sex\Wiorkeses wonko b i a
researchersand sex work advocateslabelione of t he most widespread
we st er n(N&ita& Schaffauger, 20Qp. 24, translated by Bruek & Chabot, 2014, p.
79; see als@empest, 2019 According to prominent sex wodcholargn Canada and the world
sex work discriminatiots rooted instigma as theorized by Goffman (19&3uckert & Chabot,
2014 see als@\bel, 2011 Armstrong, 2019Benoitet al.,2015 Benoit et al., 2018Benoit et
al., 201%, 2019bBruckert, 2012Cunningham2016 Hallgrimsdottiret al.,2008.1 n or der t o
di misnexs hwor k discrimination, it is important
of the stigma that | e Hallgrimsdotiret al.,2008 Patkd3& noi t at
Aggleton,2003.

Canadian sociologist Goffman (1963) theorized thatetpcategorizes people into
groups from which members are assigned attributes that are congidenedb, and when an
i ndi vidual 6s atstorcii gpeyaiiat aleysarendentifiedras dffer@yt
this process, an attribute thdifferentiates an individual and consequently discredits them is
what Goffmarr ecogni zes as sti gma. Because of an att
minds from a whole and usua(Gopkfman, t© 963t apn
Goffman has often been criticized for describing stigma through attributes, which may give the
i mpression that individualsé attributes, in a
Laurie, 2019). However, Goffman (1963) explains that stigma mustltt@r st ood t hr oug
| anguage of relationships, not attributesodo (p
that, by its very nature, is stigmatizing, but the way in which others (usually the majority or most

privileged), relate to and peige it (Goffman, 1963)St i gma i s soci ally const
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therefore, context specific. I t 1 sl ni ndal nuaednac e d
t he stigmat i zhaatsi owd rtalfa ds eki fwloedkeagr apmecpakr i ode
and e c o n o nHalgrinssgotiret@als2008 Khan, 20181 n or der t o emphasi .
stigma is a social construct, rawdrek tt@faenr g ef
indi vi delisit® gana teixzpeedr i e it m@ mat i gma,g ot her s.

I n the Victorian era, sex work was wunderst
1985, p. 387; Khan, 2018). This philosophy was rooted in the belief that men had naturally high
sex drives that needed to be satiated. Therefexeysrkers, though deviants, where seen as
providing a needed service to society (Khan 2
inevitable evilo (Khan, 2018, p. 69). This pe
productive, but conceded thaiwas unavoidable (Backhouse, 1985; Khan, 20d8yer both
the Ainecessary evil o and Ainevitable evilo pe
unable to control their sexual urges meant that clients did not suffer as much stigmatization or
legalregulation.Female ex workerswere (and still are) stigmatized and labeled as deviants for
opposing sex and gender norms which construct female sexuality as conservasoielgnd
motivated bydesires fotove and intimacyArmstrong, 2019). Because ¢fi$, sex workers
faced the bulk of persecution and were regulated through arrests, punishments, and forced
hospitalization (Backhouse, 1985; Khan, 2018).

Into the mid and late 1%century, perceptions sfex workers andlients began to shift as
movemens against prostitution and sex trafficking gained momentum (Backhouse, 1985; Khan
2018) . Ref ormers wanting to bring an end to s
and luring of white women into prostitutiday racialized menas a serious prédm across North

America and Europe (Backhouse, 1985, p, 393; Khan, 2018). Though still stigmatized, sex
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workers started to be viewed not only as deviant women but also as victims to corrupt traffickers
(Khan, 2018). Clients were not yet the main focudevhonization, but were no longer perceived

as innocent victims of their own desird#o men6s r i ghts organi zati ons
accountability placed on men, and a new focus on aristocrats and migeakésd clientas

indulgent and savagaen who would tarnish the purity of femininity and whiten@gdsan,

2018).In Canada and globally, sex workers continue to be blamed for devianty lbaad
stigmati zed as i mmor al , Halgnmsdogretal., 2808 d. 13;vect or s
Scamble’& Paoli, 2008).However,with therecentdevelopmergof legal systemshat

criminalize clientssex workers are increasingly stigmatized as victims, anpetweption of

clients has evolved from rather benign, helpless eesexual deviants and criminals

(Hallgrimsdaéttiret al.,2008 Khan, 2018).

According to Goffman (1963), those who are
ways. First, bédeyuaedtiofiiceavheensiutb i kasaandr i sti cs
generalized to the stigmatized individual (ot
ani mosity, stigmatizi(@®gf hoaé@S)mandesocunti hgo
stereotypes encounterede bydisexy woriemmabaleo t hi
Ahome wreckerso, fAvicti mso an dBenpitebal., 2G& x wor k
Bruckert & Ch&adIeix, wd0 khasseripug BoBsequences; it hinders sex
workers trying to develop cages orbuild and maintainmelationshipgBruckert& Chabot,
2014).Moreover, itlegitimizesand promotes the discreditation and disrespect of sex workers as
well as violence against thermstrong, 2019Benoit et al., 2018;,owman,200Q Sallmann,

2010. Sex work clients arsimilarlyl abel ed as fAdeviant o, Adirtyo

A pdophiles B mur der i g amadsvt@aarbdissl a281BpTimisl encourages the
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shaming and criminalization of sex work clients which disproportionately affect racialized and
lower socieeconomic class men (KulicRQ05;Fischeret al.,2002 Van Brunschot, 2008)

Thecowmaly t hat stigma negatively affects 1 nt
their actionss amad yb eshta vginoaurisz.e dA i 8 ditgimaAautail sn ar
they may devote a | ot 0of§f eoecgpceaeaslnd kevearates
behaviimuarsder to avoid negat iFoer ceoxnasngpgkuee,nces (
workers deal with stigma through information control; they lead double lives and use lies and
selective disclosure to protect thigientity (Benoit, et al., 20H). Though information control
helps protect sex workers from the consequences of stigma, it is very demanding and time
consumingcs peci ally concerning is the effect that
accesgdgttho chae & . For many sex workers, inapprop
of continuity anals ewonrskiearvsendydi sckcas@&wnagied hei r
seeking medical as s i sBerminetat, 201 83enoit asak, 2% |l vy i nj u
Bruckert & Chabot, 2014). Canadian sex worker s
found that their fears of judgement came true
noticed a chantgeer idni stcheoisrurcear(eBeanoi t et al ., 2

Stigma can affect behaviour and thought to
even theemgtienr nal i ze sti gmgj nmeanbergi ehati hhéehe =
t helmm t hi s way sitti ginsa aifsf edcytneadmibcy: bel i ef s and
i nfl uenkesse xt hveom.ksetri gma can | ewnd pgédreane gtoi angd eaf
t hemseardidngser nal i zBenoi, etalr 2010} Temmest (2Q19), a Canadian sex
worker, has writtembout the ways in which internalized whorephobia contributéaketio

feelings of powerlessness in intimate relationships, which fed an unhealthy tolerance of abuse
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anddisrespect he i nternalization of stigma also | ead
perception of them as perverts and deviants, to questions their own motives (Hammond, 2015).
On a more positive note, many sex workdrsose to completely reject stereotypeseframe
the conceptualization of their work by focusing on the benefits they reap from the work, such as
economic security, material goods, setfrth, and sexual empowerment (Benoit, et al., 2019).
Though sex workers are stigmatized, many actively workdgist this stigma and develop
strategies to alleviate discriminatiddgrker & Aggleton, 20035 camble& Paoli, 2008. As for
sex work clients, many turn to internet communities as positive and safe spaces to receive
support from other clients (Hammor015).
As previously discussed, stigma is deeply connectddstwimination. According think

andPhelan (2001)people experience stigmatization specifically when being marked as different
provokesstatus loss and discriminatiofhe cumulative and ihdential nature of stigma
translates to discrimination that is deeply embedded into our societal structures and institutions
stigmatized individuals are said to have less chafaresuccess and are disadvantaged in many
i mportant aspects of | if e s ucibeing,oudingetatus,me, ed
medi cal treatment, and healtho (Link & Phel an
disadvantaging impact of gtha on certain groups is so grave that stigma must be considered as
a Acentral driver of morbidity and mortality
Link, 2013, p. 813).

Furt her marse,i nsftliugermac e d sy ne x ifsdirintmige imn e qu al i
(Parker & Aggleton2003.Key t o understanding Oneguadlity is
introduced by Kimberl ® Crenshaw in 1989, and

Ai ntersectional ity refeclkases ¢gbdederjtsexatal ini
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nation, ability, and age operate not as unita
constructing phenomena that in turn sAape com
i's to ematsexathhdatsycst ems of i dentity interplay t

oppressiontaad pnifiVvukeege the experience and c

di scri mhoagygdexo nwor k i s a stigmatized practice,
morrei pil eged or oppressed in their materi al roe
intersections of race, class, ability, gender

(Benoit at Baho,jt2R4dm0 ad xwvgormizlel ,® fn dc oilnoduirgeanous w:
who work in the sex industry are often stigma
ra@ed their racial identities may make them m
of sex woChisdbkieg ma edu atl ,. My 2068 Miller-Young,

2019 . Thef asctedg nbag mem@mesme from both eéensidel amadal
and c ongmuonuiptsy-SO®leude eumatl ,. Mile®Ib8ng, 2014.Ge nd e r

i deymtnidt sexuahbhl espni ahnfattohow and to what exten
stitgimaedansgender and homosexaa@amplsex ewvop &reiresn «
stidmhf erent than those (oBfencoiist adnpahsadldl.r,a i2g0hlt8 ;s
2017;Samudzi& Mannell, 2016)Sex wor ker experiences of stigm
St rkeeesed sex workers are genaemdldfyt @rh,e tnoisst shti
intersects with xenophobic stigmaua@amdpatrtugr us
similiamigxXxpmperi ences arfe sdemamad enfd sdg s B rhttiswepdwe
andan al so be highly individual

Erotic Stigma
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The stigmatization faced by sex workers and sex work clients can be considered as forms
of erotic stigma. Erotistigma is defined by Rubin (1984) asaxially acceptal# systemof
prejudice and stigma agairsgxual minoritiesBuilding on the theoretical works of Weeks
(1977;1981), Hansen (1979), and Foucault (19R)binexplains thalNorth American society
holds primarily negative views of sexualistemmingfrom religious values andineteenth
centurymoralitesthat encourage chastiind heterosexual reproductidrhis results in stigma
against any sexual variety that does nowithin the confines of reproductive, marital,
heterosexual sex (Rubin, 1498Sex workers and sex clients, who use sex for monetary gain and
nonreproductive and nemarital pleasure, certainly fall into this category. Rulintifies six
important wester axiomsatthe root ofthe erotic stigmdurthered by media, pop culture,
psychological and medical fieldsnd the lawandexplainsthatthesemust be overcomia order
to develop a sex positive society. These are considered in greater detail irythis anavided
below. By way of an introduction they are briefly summarized hergeasial essentialism
which constructsex as a naturaindbiological forcethat shapesociety sex negativity a
western cultural view of sex as dangerousiamdoralunless it is marital and reproductjibe
fallacy of the misplaced scalgtheexaggeratedignificance that is attributed to samdwhich
identifies anydifferences in sexualitgscause for dramatic concetthe hierarchical valuation
of sex acs, theways in which sexual acts and identities ragrally, legally, and socially
hierarchizedthe domino theory of sexual perilt he bel i ef $ekualdctsard any #Ab
acceptedsexual morality will completely fall aparanda lack of a concept ¢ benign sexual
variation, which highlightsour difficulty in overcoming prejudice towards sexual preferences
that are simplyifferent then our own.

Sites of Stigma
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There are a variety of factors thaA gwoalk t o
of this thesis is to consider whether and how
how sex robots are stigmati 2end oaddoe,ipoheae nt i al |
chosenart e cofs my anal y$i suagteadalcnagdeesmince di a . Bot
arienf | wd mtéisasle x utahandee bcautrer ent |l y t he most satur a
di scus slmdanes hi st orsiexalialhy raard etsh &td pl ay dynami c
producti on nanmnd d&ingdtwd ckdgenawder eedl abhiesressi p etso
sti,gmatgoi ng role in the opporksicontsegf amelxi iwab
invol vement imantdtheedéValktxpmemiot technol ogy

AcademicLiterature . Manyacademicéopethat their research will produce social
change and ndeed, academacholarshigan have a positive impact on gro@msl individuals
by highlighting injusticesHowever jt can also play a damaging role by conttibg to
stigmatizing discourseslistorically, academischolarshighas contributed to the stigmatization
of many minority groups including but not limited to women, indigenous people, people of
colour, sexual minorities, religious groups, disabled pépjnidividuals suffering from
addiction and sex workers (s&eddoes & Schimpf, 2018; Ben Hafsa, 20B6nilla-Silva,

2009; BonillaSilva & Baiocchi, 2001Broyles et al., 2014; Coulter et al., 20I8lgado, 1984;
Harper, 2012Hereniko, 2000Luxton, 2012Mirga-Kruszelnicka2018 Pheterson, 1990
Shanouda & Spagnuolo, 202@n der Meuleret al.,2013. Though not always intentional, the
use of language alone in academic literature can mark others as different and proigaggate s

(Broyles et al.)Furthermorethe prevalent exclusion of minority groups from academia and

3 There is much disagreement about what terminology is appropriate when referring to individuals who are disabled
(Auslander& Gold; 1999).Some memers of the community prefer peoglei r st phrasing such as f
di sabilitiesd, while others prefer tfictlanguaydAdslasde® i | i ty a:
Gold; 1999).1 have chosen to use the later given that it igtieéerred terminology of my friends in the community.
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research concerning them contributes to misrepresentation and @igmbBlafsa, 201;Broyles
et al., 2014Coulter et al., 201Pelgado, 1984Mirga-Kruszenicka 2018 Luxton, 2012 van
der Meulen, Durisin & Loveg2013.

Academic research @ex workhas been especially problemaBecause oits
criminalizationand stigmatiation, includingsex workers and sex work cliensthe research
processwithout risking their safety or wellbeingan bedifficult, and both quantitative and
gualitative research methods presemortantethicaldilemmas(Hubbard, 1999)Furthermore,
through research, nting, and activismacademics haveistoricallymisrepresemdthe realities
of various sexual minorities, including sex workers and sex work c¢lemisin doing so have
reinforced negative stereotypmsdsex workstigma(K han, 2014 ;;Phetarsonck, 2005
1990 R U b i n,1D 9@rder Meulert al.,2013).Anti-sex work scholars havaso been
criticizedfor failing to use proper theory and metls, andfor making unsupported claimis
order to promote their personal agend@isi(n 1984,1993 Weitzer, 2005a, 2005b).
Thankfully, sex workers and sex worker advocates are hopeful that through evirsesack
empirical researchand thenclusion ofsex workers as knowledge produgesesx work stigma
can be reduced.éwis et al.,2013;van der Meulert al.,2013.

News Media Media is anothesite ofknowledge productiothat can contribute to

stigma because of its important rolethe constructiorofi ndi vi dual sé opinions,
attitudeg(Betton et al., 2015; Gunther & Christen, 1999; Lecheler & de Vreese, 20623
mediain particular can reinforce prevailing opinions, norms, and stereotypes in the interest of
those with themost privilege and power, and is especially insidious because it is often regarded
by the public as being n &dwardséd Cromwella20Q5 uall ket, and

al., 2013, p. 59Roth& Sanders2018) The news can take many fornlit for the purpose of
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this section it refers to traditional forms of methatareinterpreted as reportirfigctual

information on real life events (e.g. television news, newspaper articles, online news websites,
community papers, etc.; see cha@dor an e&planationof why | selectednline newsarticles

and opinion pieceas samples in this studys a key source of information for both the public

and policymakers,eaws media is also deeply interconnected with the production and distribution
of academic aholarshipandthe development of lag(Hammersley, 20QAVeiss, & Singer
1988).The news is often the medium through which policymakers extract acad=march
findingsthatinfluence their legal decisionsl@mmersley, 20QAVeiss & Singer1988).

The newsan bestigmatizingin the waythatit representindividuals and groupsnd
canfurtherencourage stigntiaationand discriminatiorby affectingc o n s u peeepsods and
resulting behaviours (s&en Hafsa, 201%rederick et al.2016 Kasperson2012;Kasperson et
al., 1988). For example, a 2016 study found that participants exposed to news articles that
framed fatness in a negative way (unhealthy, controllable, and acceptable to stigmatize and
discriminate against), expressed mantifat prejudice, willingness to discriminate against fat
people, and support for charging fat people more health insurance (Frederick et al., 2016). The
news alscstigmatize minority groupsby over representing theim passive or victimizing roles
ard failing to present them in roles as expeatsd epeated exposure soichportrayals
reinforces stigma in consumetsofo, et al.,2006 Voorheeset al., 2012

Similar findings on the stigmatizing influence of news media has been found in research
around the globe on mental illness, HIV/AIDS, suicide, drug addiction, abortion, and sex work
(Benoit et al., 2018; Card et al., 20fnrad & Angell, 2004Klin & Lemish, 2008; Lee & An,
2016; McGinty et al., 2015; Nixon et al., 20Roth& Sanders, 2018Neitzer, 2018 In

Canadathe midseventies saw a huge increase in articles on prostitution in the VanSouwver
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which described fAattempgtreedndroermandd itom 0g ety
and neighbourhood groups, contributing to a n
of these articles and the way they constructed sex work were found to play an important role in
increased murders aigst sex workers (Lowman, 2000, p.983hfortunately, he mediaarely

portrays sex work in a neutral or positive light &ad perpetuated false understandings of sex

work by favoring stories of abuse, conflating sex work and traffickitegning sex wikers for

the negative consequences of their warkdreporting that violence against sex workees

commi tted by dApi mpso when i(vanBwasshoda.200@& | | y com
MacDonald& Jeffrey 2006 Weitzer, 2018). Mdia representations of sex workersespecially

important becausi®r the average individualhey arethe sole point of contact with sex work

andamain source of information on the subject (Hallgrigtsdet al., 2006) Furthermoresome

promising stidies demonstrate that news media using positive frameworks can contribute to a
reduction in stigmatizing attitudesnd sex work advocates acknowledge the potential positive

role of median normalizing sex workFrederick, et al., 2016; Lee & ABD16; McGinty et al.,

2015 Sanders, 2018Veitzer, 2018)

Law."Thodgmhw and pol aty etwlxer peercubs st omgma g h
prevention armdegmbheshmempeatt syt e and reinforce
2 0 Q Bi3 widelyunderstoodhat the law not only reflects oaroral beliefsculture, and
sexuality,it also informsthem(Burris, 2006, Kahan, 1997Sadan2004 Stychin, 1995).

Legislation in itselitanencourage stigmiy classifying certain groups asherently criminal
and deviantand promotes certain sexualities (heterosexudltyegulating and repressing
others Stychin,1995. For exampleinthel 9 7 0 6 s aQiadn alt®\gadiiksted the

Ai mportation of égoods wialiadsthat[[appea]itocdégiademr [ desc
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dehumani ze any of the participants, ipPol ading

well as materials depicting the use of sex toys and seXseel€ossman2013, p.49. However,

Agoodsc aowhmmemi cateéinformation about anal pene:t

husband and a w(Cdseanan, 20&3¢ pe50)piscleanty déntorsiates legal

discriminationagainst queesexualitywhich was treated as inherently degrading (Cossma

2013).Even in the 2% century, Canadian obscenity laws have been accuss#bwingg ay an d

|l esbi ant analgew $ all y s e a mwdobtingthe rights ®© freedom of sexual

expression of sexual minoriti€$sCo s s ma riS,u chO A ¥)wmsh e sv ey wag writt

are evidence tddeestt algmaheaorai he¢sactively discr

so, these | awsimtiini ®ir otghl dssgyei mpamrackubpys as fAdi ffer

Acriani nahi |l e al sbiautdostzgmg aad discriminat.
Law hasalso hadstigmatizingeffects onsex work Under current sex work law in

Canaddwhich criminalizes the purchase of ses§x work is understood to be a form of

violence of which women are victingBruckert, 2015Bruckert & Hannem, 2013Belak &

Bennett, 2016, p. 5Y.hisencourages thgerception of sex workers as victims, and sex work

clients as deviant8glak & Bennett, 201;8ruckert, 2015Br ucker t & ;Eutketh ot , 20

& Hannem, 2013Khan, Ka01&8 R Of 2a0b the stereotypes assoc

sex wortkheer sn asrereat i ve fitvhiasbt,ismmki wbr keresl asel y ti

t hat sex work i s noctonmnmoiapnedabl pmbdi caéBeapkert

2 0 1K4Usiet al., 2019 This narrativesuggestshat sex work is inherently violent and

objectifying (Farley, 2004vlacKinnon), and thafactors such as drug use, abuse, and mental

health force sex workers to enter the trade and impede their abligvie(Shaver et al., 2018

Research has found thattimization narrativesdo not match the much more nuanced feelings
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that sex workersdve about their worlail to acknowledgsex workeragency, and downplay
the role ofstructural systemism sex work discriminatiofHallgrimsdbttir et al., 2006 Krisi et
al., 2016 Shaver et al., 2018gex workerexplain thateing seen as a victimakesthem feel
discredited, judged, and underestimai@dickert & Chabot, 20145ex workerssex work
advocatesind researchers alikeve come forward to denounce laws that criminalize the
purchase of sex as stigmatizing and endangering the lives of sex wévkdesqon et al, 2016
Belak & Bennett, 201,8enoit et al., 2014Bruckert, 2015Ka Hon Chu & Glass2013 K r ¢eb |
al., 20B).
SexWar Debates
Existingconceris aboutthe harm thasex robots will cause to women, society, dmelr
usersare not new in many respedieminists scholars have long argued about whether sexuality
is a site of oppression and harm optifasure and liberation. Still today, sexuality is one of the
most contstedissues amongst feminisiBhis division carbelargely traced back to fierce
debates between (generglye st er n feminists in the | ate 1970
toast he fAfeminist sex warBwr i(iKdhamhi 204ddr i Mannf e
emphasi zed the need to address and resist sex

aggression and violence towards wo meinol(eMacnen,

against women was a feminist issue, disagreem
considered a& fmfeegnistri, shftawrndrug , and how t hese a
not be controll ed. | n ppoarrntoi gchoal pahrg s bf seam nii dset nst iat

monogamy, sex toys, sexFanog ks otamadl & &G Inda;l Nbaemn

2012) .
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On one side, various femi riudtt ugradlugsebnsand s t
feminists, | esbian separabgsaphypbkemitncatsl| ea
feminists, took a stahoeemgnat ndherdgoypeseam,t i 1la*k&4s ;
Khan, 2014;UMaeml y20d23ucl Rastitoodst dpueasiawe o
mai nliyhethatrosexual sexual relations generally
objectificati on (wmwoemme na sa ss uobbjjeeccttss//nsal satveerss): t hat
vi ol ence agd¢ ainktkednissnoesntelnd repudi ate any sexual [
Mhor mamalkze sexuédFevgaoabenced@984, p. 1T0h&)X. wkehe r a
identified as male sexual objectifidation var
some,only heterosexual relations fit this definition, but others considered all fofrraginal
penetratioras oppressive (Khan, 2014). For Mackinnon (198®xexwas to be considered as
form of male sexual violenda its essenclthough it is aclear ifthey suggest thatll forms of
sexshould baenounced)ln Sexuality MacKinnon (1989gquated sex to gender, asheclarel
thatsex asa strict construct of male desirés inherently and universally oppressimgccording
to MacKinnon,sexualityis a norrorganic product opatriarchal and capitalist structures
(Cornell, 1991; MacKinnon, 1989Whi | e MacKi nnonbés emphasis is o
cultural feministssought to emphasize inherent differencesale ad female sexualitgs
products of our biologyEchol,1983; Ferguson, 1984Mjale sexuality is associated with
violence, performance, physicality, selfishness and pleasure, while female sexuality is associated
with intimacy, commitment;are, empathy, lovend spirituality (Echol,1983; Ferguson, 1984
Morgan, 1977. In their statements, Morgdt977)makesevidentthe understoodlifferences
between male and female sexuality:

Every woman knows in her gut the vast differences between her sexuality aoidatimat
patriarchalligayrarnsetdrmabbt6éThat the empha
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objectification, promiscuity, emotional nenvolvement, and, of course, invulnerability
was themale styleand that we, as women, placed greater trusivie, sensuality, humor,
tenderness, commitment. (p. 181)

On the ot-pesi $§i ©e, fceeamksnoirssths ,p -rafaedmiicrail s tf s£,mi snda
gueer fenli rmiesttsa,r if ru gfthéed miamgiastinst t bk sextbakism
pracffiecgssoNhanln982014; Mann, 2012). These f emi
notions ofcénseedsesmi panand beliefs that such p
sexual |l i berati onwomawomden&geptgo®yMdomenl2) .
Thfeocous t hesamgpreupsLtaweuvanbdf emini sts were most
i ssues of censorshipbrangddrubsbopthesr odr umednDb
rights to speec¢hOlanh)d.p pafkesand ywnWmstManmoon sex as
of pleasure, viewing sexual repression as a ¢
Sexual repression was seenbasedgadnmiautchat ed nrde
of moralityd4d,( Fdamgmuso2a012A298Rubin, 19®A4)gyoi@fg pat
oppr ecssfsisoenxualsumihnarsi BID&EM practiti onerasnd queert
radical femconssgtdsowecentributing to thesastigm
grogpserguson, 1984; KERang P2O0lshahRumiwaot RS 4) .
bel i eédny htaheor eti cal anal yses, | egal restrict.i
mi norities and t hugqd srhewtl rdiidad (etFlée gfursmad®m 9814 , a
Rubin, 1984h)e.r eOfwecroeu rasles,o ,nsootmec of nepmi enti esltys iwdheon t

one fAsideod or the ot heKhan,0o0kX0ndby.e neutr al po

Sex Wars andPornography
As di scussed man nChcaomtcesrr nls, atblbeitr sex robot s
repres ertjetcitaorhsadwe mruoal i aedvi bdhenctneirse awsieldl | e

objectification and Vhestenaeei nhéhgameatowoel
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femi ni stes athnad cecppeans try |l hdle@asnPpor mogmr apthyy .gr ou
for menpe r fe@rcm wwir &kt wi t h the goal of educating p
women depicted i n pionsgh 0 gse/amrayg e soef xt éemip lghadsel s2 n t
Mann, 2012). Ra diwgak isn sauncch Gast Manrdirreea NDac Ki nnor
t hat pornography not ohémarepokpewitdlie bad i enc
(Barry, 1979Dwo r ki nQDwolrd8ilMa ¢ K il rBacKinnon, 1985Fer gus o n,
198MacKinnon 1989, Mann, 2012). As a solution,
criminalization and censorship of pornography
Pornographyo conferenter anbderdsesubati adgthil® @ 8o ma
1983;Khan, 2014, p.l n58;98Mann,ambQUls2)f.emi ni st aut hi
Dworkin, Audre Lorde, anpolmoagraphydartirclpadli
ant hoTlackgey :Bac kWarmen Ndmg hR¢Khagr BROgEKI)n and
MacKi nnon al so pushed for civil rights that w
t hat pornography has ;Zvaarsé&eidvatchke Im fdm, nGahreard a ,2 0
radi cal f ebwsamd ircreasisgty popudaeasnd fundamentaistd t he 197006s a
19806s s awcemngdrsehiim of pornographic materi al
| e s bi aQossmpam,rl997; Cossman, 20BBadical feministalsoplayed a pivotal role ithe
rewriting of obs cteahalowgdndteaals beligvatb havh the abildyad 6 s
lead to harm against womémbeconsidered obscerf€ossman, 1997; Cossman, 2013; Karaian,
2005).
Sex Work

The concerns that motivate the abolitiorsekrobots echo thosaboutsex work a

central issue of the sex wars that continues to polarize feminists. According to many radical
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feminists, ex workis aform of objectification andsexual violence thdtirtherencourages
sexismand violencgBarry 1979;Bernstein, 2012Heath et al., 2016; MacKinnon 1989;
Mackinnon, 2011Waltman, 200L1 n t he 7 0 disn falnudx 8df6 sr,a dainc al f em
movements and texts criticizing sex work as i
stancE&Bese devehopthédi screasing academic inte
cliekhan;, 2Mdm8n,. XRrlszarchers were especially i
certain men choose to pay for smxacademiest amad
media (e.g. Farl ey et al., 2017; Westerhoff,
by feminist critiques of sex work and produce
heal t woadH iseemxt s ( Kul i &k,uadlddy) Wothphg &4, Flaate
who have purchased sex more than ten times fn
and societal problemso (M-nsson & Linders, 19
wor ker s bl gpteadnwdepd s e Bh e o5& xo fBtuggrerfsci t ed as t he
aut horitati vel Ktuelxitc,ko, p )ZtaR0ES7d etpé smi ned fainvde des c
categoriestbhe omhembsous consumer, the relati
t hreel ati onshi pedescskdet Samdet 896, as in Kulick
presenting a very heteronormative view of rom
categor i z ettdhracdmsh oi ppuulr chase sex must ilkkasve dysfu
rel ats ooshicgppi hddomdst be cured through #Atrain
Aopportunit|[ies] to acquire a clearer role as
Kul i ck, 3005, p . 216

The suSeesal ot y Wintchdwetd & hFa guabtl h oclaa g iozni nodf

p i ea& reagrowing negative sentiment towards clients furthered by academics, media outlets,
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and writers in Swedeph K u | i ¢ kEyvent@aly(BWwedenntroducedtefit he Nor,@da ¢ Mo d
law which criminalizes the purchase of sex but not the salfetthe modelvasadopted by
various countries including Norway, Iceland, and Canada (Khan, 2018; Kulick, 2005; Skilbrei &
Holmstrom, 2013)As with pornography, radicé&minist®stances on sex work had strong
influences in Canadand radicafeministsthemselvesvere substantially involved itlhe
implementation othe Nordic Model Belak & Bennett, 2016; Bruckert, 201Bruckert &
Chabot, 2014Bruckert & Hannem, 2013)urisin et al., 2018 Radical feministpushed for the
adoption of this model through claims that sex wsiikherentlyobjectifying and violent, and
that sex workers and women need to be protected by th@®lawgin et al., 208.) Many sex
workershavefoughtand continue tfight against the implementation of this model, explaining
that it strips them of agency and rkastheir work more difficult and dangero(Belak &
Bennett, 2016; Bruckert, 201Bruckert & Chabot, 201 Durisin et al., 2018 Regardless, the
Canadian government chose to move forward with the criminalization of the purchaseodf sex,
third-party material benefifrom sexual services, amd third-party advertisement of sexual
services.
Emerging Discourses

The rifts between feministsxemplifiedby the sex wars, especially concerning sex work,
are stillaliveandwell and t hese debates are clearly rel e
of sex. Still today, schol awist hcionn ttehxet ucaolriez ed ins
the feminist se&x swarrasm 6(sf dr2 0elX®gd mmplea,spective on
Srdarov &du Coudray 201§ analysis ofTwilight andFifty Shades of GrgyRecently, Kubes
(2019) and Danaher (2019) have highlighted the similarities betweepaantand antrobot

sentiments, which | also see reflected in-aptt work sentiments. This leads me to ask how
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radical feminist discourses are being circulateseix robot academideratureand online news
medig andwhat the consequences ofskdiscourses may b8ased on my research, three
specificdiscourses emerge from radical feministsnces against pornography and sex work
that are of key relevance tonversationaboutsex robots.

The first, highlighted by Danaher (2019), is the belief that pornographigasently
harmful to women as eollectivegroup (rather tharfor example, specifically being harmful to
theactorsinvolved). Here the focus isot on the effect that porn can cause, but that porn, just in
its being, is wrong and harmful. As Danaher (2019) points out, this concept is particularly
complex what is being argued by some is that pornograpfiya ki nd of soci al au
thatéall ows it to establ i @A37tAdddionallp,radgical f or s e X
feministssuggesthat the representations foummdporn are sexist and violent. HowevBgnaher
guestions whether porn has this tygeuthority | strugglewith the abovalistinction Is
A e st mdsexuahto r ma a(supposedgffectof pornographythe cause) The concept of
inherent harm is difficult to grasp, makingait the more challenging to decipher or dispute these
arguments This discourse is also salient in aséix work stances which view all sex workers as
automatically victimized simply because they engage in sex, weglrdless of how sex workers
and sexwork clients describe their experiences

The secogddemeogirse relevant to sex robots
bet ween pornography anthewi olagncel ( Daemamars,t s2 &
pornography was har mful b ec adesheatiet ecnasuwseedd owieor
evidence of a (dkawnsngld Aredl2atsi ovn & thi gscehxool paprbse € d |, c
this viewsagdda@at ugplolry ohgerlap hrye dcuocud dvi ol ence b

outlet to poManni &aBD+g R présaafcioers $odquire about the
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relationship between pornography and violence,thadsands of studies have been published on
the issue (Danaher, 201 Repeatedly, research has failed to prove a téinkedetween
pornography and sexualolence, or demonstrate a difference in effect between violent and non
violent porn (Ferguson & Hartley, 2009ehmiller, 2018).Yet the discourse afausality
consistently reappears as argument against sexual practices. Radical feminists claim xhat se

work is related to increases in seafficking, and scholars express concerns that sex robots will

cause increased violence (Danaher, 2019; O006Do

There is a third discourdbat | seeasparticularly reévant to sex robots th&tanaher

(2019) does not mentioihis discourse portrayse n  and wo measfonsdamengablyu al i t y

different,withme n 6 s sbeirngaesadcially hbadBoth radical and culturdéminists mée
distinctions between male and female sexualitgiportraymale sexuality as incredibly
unidimensiona(Echols, 1983Kulick, 2005) Regardless of what acts take place, male sexuality
is alwaysviolent,dominating,and sexist (Echols, 198BlacKinnon, 198%. Even if a man
shows concern for a partnerés pleasure, it
sexual per f or man c eAgain(tiiscdisonurse is salle@t & 3ex wak debat&s)as

well. TheNordic Modelitselfi s f ounded in the belief t hat

S

e X

exploitation that disproportionately and nega

Bruckert & Hannem, 20138elak & Bennett, 2016, p. S)Men arerepeatedlycentralized within
Apobl emat i c o0 TFhesehrew Hiscqursamisd obvioesgoints of analysis for sex
robots. It begs consideration of havherent harm, caukbnks to violenceandmalenessare
constructecaindunderstoodvithin the sex robot experience

Sex Paitivity
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In order to effectively recognize and challenge stigmatizing discourses of sexuality
emerging from sex robot representations, | have chosen to apply a sex positive theoretical
framework. During the sex wargspositivity began to be conceptualizeia theoretical
frameworkby sex radical feminists and queer theorists, sometimes as direct responses to radical
feminist discourses (Ilvansky & Kohut, 2017). However, the concept of sex positivity was
introduced bythinkers long before its association with feminist movements. In the late 19
century, Magnus Hirschfeld, fought for a greater understanding efioonative sexualities,
especially homosexuals (Djajidorvath, 209; Mosher, 2017). Recognized for iniiiag the
worl dés first gay rights organizati on, Hi r sch
to sexual minorities (Djajitlorvath, 209). Reich(1974)also challenged sexual normstlieir
bookThe Sexual Revolution: Toward a SRégulating @aracter Structurdy proposng that
sex was a normal and healthy part of human life, that the value of sexual desire should be
recognized, and that sexuality should be considered beyond procreative and monogamous
standards (Matviyenko, 2018, Mosher, 200Hough the works of Hichfeld and Reich were
not feminist in nature, they reflect current gmsitive feminist beliefin multi-facetedsexuality
thatexist beyond heteronormative and patriarchal norms. Simone de Beauvoir approached
sexual norms froma specifically feminist perspective in 1949Tihe Second Sékosher, 2017;
Vintges, 2017). This work, which declared wom
the patriarchywas foundational to the development of current feminist sexualidisgdlosher,

2017; Vintges, 2017).

More than a simple stance against censorship, modern sex positive theory is often

described as a direct response to a sex negative society (lvanski & Kohut, 2017; Vetlledms

2015). A sex negative society is onatthiews sex as risky and dangerous behaviour that should
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be limited to heterosexual reproduction (Mosher, 2017; Nugenta2@033bWilliams et al.
2015). In response to this, sex positivity promotes a society that values sexual pleasure and
sexual diversity (Mosher, 2017; Williams et al. 2015).

To fully grasp the impact of sex robapresentations on sex and gender n@anissex
work, scholars must apply theoretical framevedtat allows for critical investigations tfe
potential consequencessifgmdizing and criminalizing nomormative sexual practices
Though radical feminist theories may prove valuable in understandiagtaboppressive
conditions that sex robots may cause for women, they do not allow for astute considerations of
sex worlers and sex work client$he exploitative view of sex work held by radical feminists is
limiting because it assumes tlaastdingsex wak would be an indisputappositive outcome for
all. And so, aadical feminisiposition fails to thoroughly examine the effect of sex robot
discourse on sex workeasid sex work clientsand the potential impacts that sex workers could
face in the everaf sex robot popularization. Additionally, it is important that the potential
stigmatization of sex robot users is addressed. Research has yet to determine the use of sex
robots as pathological or harmful to users and society, but discourses againsbseges may
be used to motivate unsupported criminalizatiod stigmatization

Consideringhis, | have chosen tmcorporatéNi | | i a ms ePRositevd Sexuality ( 201 5)
FrameworkandRu bi nés (198 4) t dstheoretigafranfewodstomddiessthe t i g ma
intersections of sex rolmand sex workThough originating from the discipline of psychology,
Wi | | i a mR0l®)ftamewbrk i® moposed for use across disciplidessomeonevho
worksthrough research questions that tréalline between the disciplines of psychology and
womenods and igvworidcplnes shat ufeel cansbenefit framerdisciplinary

approaches | am drawn tahis frameworkwhichii i d eeskeéyidimensions of positive
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sexualityas an approaclo tunderstandingnd addressing a full range of sexualdgics and
i ssueso (Wil l i ameuseofthes framewolky®Dariigandpdschi®018
heartened my decision, as it allowed thenpresent botpositive and negative outcomessaix
toys, sex dolls, and sex robatsa nonstigmatizing anedperrmindedmanner

ThePositive Sexuality Framewodmphasizesclusivity, individual experience, and
empathy. Through its eight core dimensions this framkewosures that marginalized voices are
heard and sexual minorities are not stigmatized:

(1) positive refers to strengths, wellbeing, and happiness; (2) individual sexuality is

unique and multifaceted; (3) positive sexuality embraces multiple ways of hauofat)

positive sexuality reflects professional ethics; (5) positive sexuality promotes open,

honest communication; (6) positive sexuality is humanizing; (7) positive sexuality

encourages peacemaking; (8) positive sexuality is applicable across albfes@tsal

structure this approach stimulates (Williams et al., 201510)7
This theoryodos emphasis on inclusivity, diver s
politics and tédansgmmenBi vei segudmirtfheseppa xis
mi nority groups (Glick, 2000). Specifically,
di mensions of peacemaking and humani zing, whi
devel oping | anguage andarctoinensu nh ecaalt iaonnd tfhiantd hlei
et al .The dithéngidn pf.positive sexuality as applicable across all levels of social
structure ensures that the sexual access of people across all statuses is accounted for, while the

dimensions of honest nomunication and embracing multiple ways of knowing allow for

disempowerment to be includedarconversations

This theor gsaxkaloiwtl ydge di verse, natural b6 ¢
| abeling of sexual practices as fAgoodo or ndba
deviant . Using this framework in comhilWwsoti on
met o identify and criticize discourses which p
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privilege certain sexualities over others, an
These theoreti baeénpfurraeeme vhaartk Isl m@bytssoeclofnsw r uct an:
practices wa®nignlhher enn.iNlay byabuperibe use of a s

framewor k pr odmuadcfse mirnrttla enri esfnodriek &cdtudodat| heed g e

significant | mpadts afn rsadimudlatfienmgi critical <co
minorities. | deeply value the role that radi
of sexwual violence and, as pointed out ®Hegx Kha
| firmly believe that such debates are cruci a
evol ving movement striving for inclusivity. M

positions but to ponder whg. such discourses ¢
Chapter 3: Methodology & Method

The availability of robots designed with the specific intention of providing sexual
stimulation is a relatively new phenomenon, but media representations of sexual and romantic
relationships between humans anbots are not. Depictions of desirable bots date as far back as
1927 and are quite common (Ddring & Poeschl, 2019). In 2019, Déring & Poeschl conducted a
content analysis of robdtuman relationship portrayals in the media, the first of its kind.
Fictiond and norfictional media pieces from 1927 to 20d#4re collectedincluding fan fiction
stories, mangas, comics, movies, TV series, newspaper articles, magazine articles, and
informational YouTube video&Jsing Sexual Script Theory and quantitative medhalysis,
DoéringandPoesch(2019 were able to identify reoccurring represented characteristics of robot
partners, human partners, and humaloot relationships both norfictional and fictional
mediaT h ey ¢ o n c éveral,eangdiatepgresantationsf intimate humanrobot

relationships reveal stereotypical gender roles, heteronormativity and a focus on sexual versus
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emotional intimacy Ddring & Poeschl, 201,%. 665) My goal wasotto attempt to reproduce
findingsfrom Déring andPoesch, butrather tobuild on this work by engagingith the
discourses emergirfigom theserepresentationd o do sq | chose tdocus onrepresentations of
sex robots found in acadentiteratureand online news medidhesemediumswere chosen
because of their influence on each otlued becausthey are key sites &dnowledge production
that have the power to challenge or reinforce stigma

GivenDoringandPoeschd 2019 findings that sex work dynamics are represented in
nortfictional media representations of sex robots as w@llaxc har dsonés (2016 a;
that sex robots are being developed to miamid develop sex workatient representations
wanted tcexaminethe conceptualization of sex robots as sex work in mypasnando
contemplatehe relationship between these representations and the ongoing stigmatization of sex
work. At the foundation of my analysis is a consideratioragical feminist discourses, and ithe
rolein reinforcingsex and gender nornasd s&ual stigmaMy sampling method, discussed
below, is inspired bypéringandPoeschd €019)article, while critical discourse analysis was
used for my analysig.his method was chosen for its abilitycritically think through the
discoursegmerging from sex robot representatiansl inquire about potential implications.
Methodology
Feminist Methodology

As discussed in chapter@/i | | i a ms ePRositivd Sexuality Framewobk)
highlights the importance of recognizing and valuthg experience®f marginalizedyroupsat
the heart of research projectéis isin accord with feminist methodologysoncern withthe
consideration and inclusion ofarginalized subjects in academia and rese@nsferging from

positivist methodologies, feminist methodologies are not concerned with objective truths but

6C



rather with how truth is constructed by individuals, institutions, social practice, and research
itself, to uphold social inequalitiedd MarPerera, 2017, Harding, 1987; HessBiber, 2014;
Jaggar, 2016; Maruska, 2010). Feminists methodologies prioritize reflexivity, the lived
experiences of individuals, and an ethics of care. Feminist research does not support the
production of knowledge that fueth oppresses groups, and so rather investigates injustice with
the goal of creating social change (Harding, 1987; HBgser, 2014; Jaggar, 2016; Maruska,
2010).In combination with sex positive theofgminist methodology motivastheinclusion of
sexworker perspectiveis this projecthroughprioritizing research written by sex workers and
sex worker organizatiortaroughout

Feminist methodology hasfluenced my research process at various stages. First, it has
influenced my research questioirsmy initial engagenentwith sex robot literaturausinga
feminist lensalerted me to possibly stigmatizing emergitigcourses. My original interest in the
ethical and philosophical debatamncerningsex robots shifted towarascritique of the way in
which these debates could possibly ostracize certain groups. This in turn motivatbseéanhy
critical discourse analysas a methodo that | could develogualitative questionthat reflect on
privilege and oppressicand acknowledge the role of power and social constructs in the
production of knowledgeAs a psychology student, | needed a methodology and method that
would help me deconstruct neynpirical trainingand move awafrom the desire to quantify
things (something I still struggled with in this projedt)the selection of samples as well,
feminist methodology pushed me to inclumdhnews mediarticlesandscholarlytexts This
was not my original intenfAs | beganmy project | planned to only examirgex robot
representations online newsnedia. However, feminist methodology acknowledges the critical

role of academia in knowledge productemdthe structural oppression of marginalized groups
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(do MarPereira2017). Furthermore, whebeginning my data collectionguickly realized that
manyonline newsarticles referenced pafar sex robot academic worksd authorge.g. Bates,
2017;Moye, 2012006 Ne i | Orr, 20061Samilarly, academic textencountered in my
literature review referred to news articlesg.Danaher, 2014Danaher, 2017d evy, 20074a;
Richardson, 201§aConsidering thisl determined thaboth academic and media representations
of sex robots needed to be included into mgaesh.
Critical Discourse Analysis

As mentioned aboveritical Discourse Analysis (CDA) was chosen for the analysis of
sex robot media representations. CBilds upon constructivist epistemolddp establish
methods for analyzing discourse (Jgrgensen & Phillips, 2002). There are multiple
methodological approaches to CDA, and a variety of theoretical approaches can be integrated
into CDA to fit specific research needs, however these methodsocamedgd within a specific
methodology(Gee, 2014 Jgrgensen & Phillips, 2002FDA acknowledges thaliscoursethe
production, consumption, and interpretation of texts and imagassocial practice that plays a
crucial part in the creation and undenstimg of our worldand analyzes content and language
structure to illuminate such discourg€ee, 201& Jagrgensen & Phillips, 20D2CDA also
recognizes thathe relationship between discourses and social structures is bitatdrddat
discoursecan ceate and support power dynamics that uphold social inequalities (e.g. sexism,
racism, ableism, etcGee, 2015 Jgrgensen & Phillips, 200Zinally, CDA is political it aims
to create social change by identifying oppressive power relg@ees, 2014 Jargensen &

Phillips, 2003.

4 Constructivism is a broad epistemological theory in which reality is viewed as socially constructed, there
are many forraof constructivism (e.g. social constructivism, critical constructiyism it is often

related to postmodernist and psstucuralistepistemologiesvhich are in line with feminist
methodologyMaruska, 200).

62



CDA is anespecially usefuior analysinghews media and academic sampldse
information in news media expected, presented, and believet tefacfuab and ,Gboteut r al
this is never truly to cas&¢wards& Cromwell, 2005 Hall et al., 2013Hammersley, 2007
Journaliss can be biased, arall news articles will choose to highlight or omit certain facts or
points of view Furthermorethe choice of language and iges can also influence readrs
perspectivesSimilarly, academic texts and books are often takambssedfactu a lexpertii
knowledg®. Thoughnot as accessible to the average peraoademiditeratureinfluences or
formsthe basis omanynewsarticles as seen in the case of sex robots, maisigfluence far
ranging(Weiss & Singer1988. CDA helps reveathat underlying the production of news
media and academiiterature are power dynamics, personal motivations, and ideolofjies.
CDA thusenables the researcher to untangle the social inequality that influences and results from
newsmediaand academititerature Unlike more traditional methodologies, which identify
current phenomena, CDA can be used to consider future consequenceasyaadiceffects oh
phenomean (van Dijk, 1993) The field of sex robots is still so new that empirical research on
the topic remains difficult to conduct, but this does not mean that no work can b&/iyseé.
and other scholars advance alternativeppersc t i ves t o mainstream f emin
robots(Karaian, 202pKubes, 2019and believe that some of the potential negative
conseqguences from sex robot popularization could be prevented through thoughtful development
and collaboration thatrpmotes positive outcoméanctil & Dubé, 2019, 2020Danaher, 2019;
Kubes, 2019Peeters & Haselager, 2018y hope is that by identifying the possible
stigmatizing consequences of sex robot representations in the andds@ademic literature
they can be prevented or at least diminisiahsidering thisCDA was the best method to help

me achieveny researclgoals.

63



Method
Selection
For the purpose of the critical discourse analysis, two samples of sex robot media wer
selected. The first sample contained nine academic texts and the second contained 66 online
news articlesThesesamplesvere chosen for their concentration of sex robot representations as
well as their potentials asfluential sitesof knowledge produn and distribution thatanboth
reproduce and challenge stigma.
Academic Scholarship. A sampleof nineacademidextswere chosen for analysis.
Given the goal of examining the intersections between sex robot and sex work discourses,
prevailing feminist perspectives and their potential stigmatizing effects, a variety of key terms
were searched withi@oogle Scholar and Carleton University MacOdiubrary. Inspired by
Doring & Poeschl (2019), the search terfilss @ X Air onamjoevidat i pgo@and i t ut e
Aboy/ girl friend(s)o wer e,oudiad dir ma raddf g ynrad ii d(ns )
However the t@r msempaveos Kwdulkidio@s g Imhan)( s)
Aescor i¢s pd flisceke negnddBs ex dol | asdhis sty amedtb s o i n ¢
specificallyexaminethe conceptualization of sex robots as sex worKdre goal was to include
texts with a strong academic influende the current sex robot conversation. Therefamses
had to be published between 2000 and 2019, and were limited to journal artictéstiooal
books, dissertations/thess book chapters, and academic presentatimsvith Doring and
Poeschl (2019kamples had to be available onliNewspaper, magazine, and editorial articles
were not includedh this sample (these were considered in the online news saifipdeg is a
large amount of literature on general robot technglbgyever the goal of this study was to

analyse current sex robot discourses specifically. Giverctpesf this project only a limited
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numberof articles could be analyseandsoto ensure that | would have enough material | chose
samples that featulea relatively important amount of discussion on sex robdkstefore,

articles or books that featured sex robota asry small subtopic or tangent (e.g. one line
mentioning that they existyere not includedSamples needed to have at least a complete
paragraph dedicated to the discussion of sex roAdisles mostly concerned with the ethics of
child sex robots were excluded, as ikia controversial topithatneeds serious consideration
beyond the scope of this work.

Tdurnhbherow thei sasmpudy clupsonp i lear i asd i nfl ue
articles wéex hrachide oreessdeexdd wed k, pros.Fromttbans o
original search, numerous articles were found
(including two 300+ page books), I badetotbin
determine which samples wietr@®t imoss (wnifd uGmao glaé
when possible, Altmetric scores (via www.altm
wei ghted counts that consider attention recei
peer reviewed pluét $ c atWiiokn tspbdfion isatlne Altroetric
Attentioné, o 2019). Samples were then given w
Altmetric score, and Altimetric percentile scores in comparison to outputs of the same age. As
the goal for tis sampk was to represent texts with strong academic influence, most weight was
given to number of citations (10 points per citation), followed by total Altmetric score (2 points
per score), and Altmetric percentile (1 point per score). This scoring systemaslas osder to
avoid texts which received a lot of attention on platforms such as {\Wittezero academic
attention from scoringtoohighyBased on t hese finding@ee nine s

AppemlBdliaxl)e 1.
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't is i mportaometseamptest haumber of citati

were unavailabl e. Furthermore, many variables

citations and Altmetric scores, including yea

|l ess opypbotheitited or discussed), number of

(Onodera & Yoshikane, 2015).h er ef or e, t hough this |ist is a

academic |literatureiam hilve wayb jc aax hhad Istcttoievsea ..de b

st also be considered that the method for r
e needs of mythsatsu dnyo,t nbeeaenni Rrgirgt ohraot unmsolrye ,t egsi tveed

ield of sex r obnoetws arst iacnl eesmearrge nbga hadige ,gtuibd n s h

unts and Al metric scores wil/l l' i kely fluctu
comi ng rmmorwe vetrgblge veal ¢ @drat methro@d fi er nool | ec
i sseuanlal yrse ataetch etrh igsuaammptliitnagt inveet hod i n order

ifasom affecti ngamyedampl ensure that my sampl e
ident interesting or controveensi@asi mgsmpgmas
e foundationaldtthee yseastuer odmtt | ¥y i ¢cietrad ubby aut h
seaanbdejoenaladsiosmiasd foen | i ne newsowasdmmlles i n
|l ieve that my met hpdswasfstubcespfofjetor the
| n oaddeetrertmi ne whet her these samples suffic
rk and tsheexe rreo becoattsenghertihzed tthyey f esaitqumriefdi csaemxt
cus, direct refefeae eAp e n d Badnipdt,adiitashclees sle)d n ¢

e I ntersecamnadns efi gsn@ndki rcoabnatl y were categori z

t his ismardpuleasd di scussed Itahcee meemtio mokfle 0sga xo 1 s@ix s |

robot s, parallels betweeasmmpabeoswto rkex sr amat /scxl
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This also included books which featured | arge
Danaher, Earp, Sandbe)17).Sa mpsl e¢e hat made a reference to th
robots/ doll sdaddneéxdedi kabet a si gniwleirccant pa
categori zed aFli rdalaleyttheaste fnreardeenciendi rect r ef er en
relation to sex itboeabdtusd/idnogl Itso, sfeoxtooreoxbeonidsl eaesc thlp
suggesting that problems ofWwepeostategbrbmedras

referSenxceexts were categbreretieasssiwgniefcabtnt

reference, and no texts were categorized as i
significant discussion of the intgegseecAppanaoi .
C, Tallhe s4 @atte @nr iwas al so used so that possib

emerging from different types of samples coul

Academi cwedmpliddent i fied as presenting a po:
attitude towaedsAppendAhpaBs, Tahkepl)ypose of t|
was so that possible differences in discourse
identified and consi d®amp dsoctulbbaetd dbac pfossei am
sex robots, and/ or concl udedexadpgarnanteecce s 8 ar gb
or avowedaeblied,ent i B5a engtl hefasd cpucsseidt iowne .n fesgeaxt irvoeb oat ssp,
and/ or concluded that sexnrddmat s hwiullld deu e nin
were identi fSiaenp | &@h anne pateisveent ed both benefits
manner, or that simpvyewppomnmtedwot mMemuti maikyvind
were i dentiSaoamaltacs!| eresutweale.-neagattiivVepeoads | arsie wneerua |
thaereptresented both positi beetnmapnhda sniezgeadt iovnees soa fd

t han t,hemaoktihnegr it di fficult todheatewasi aea thas
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bal ance of positive, negative, and neutral st a
sampl es were negative, two wer e -nneeguattriavlie, atnhdr eo
was npasir(esieee Appendi.x C, Tabl e 5

There are |l imitations of categorizing my s
based on my own understanding of the texts wh
Second, forcing samples into af cahegbeyt snagr ci
in a particular direction. However, I believe
t houghts and resulting discour se tahnradduygshs e . Fu
categorizations atl oawge dn meceetrdsahsanvoeuhrdasmdse gneasy
from distinct agendas.

Online News Media As an incredibly new techtnhoel ogy a
avail avexitgbotf i nf or madgn nat c hhe doaibdgu rpt e r meb e,
research has shown that i ncr eaiseiwsg lwa,b sienideisvi du
sour ce, ot s pewHGelgdr,R01Y, Gaitfridd & Shearer, 2016; 2DGiven this,
and thaDo6ringandPoeschl (20199nly selected sapies available online in their study, | chose
to specifically study online news articlées. want ed t o ensure that my s:
articles that are easily accessedobghtbel aner
resefaocowemdgo fl itshtes most popul gre &digng sh. $i.e wse we bwg
uni que mont h/l ynShatims;i2018 ops30 CafatlaBNewspapers & News Media
n.d; Top 10 Canadian Newspape2)2Q Top 15 most popular news websjtésnuary 2020
Givem mplhetudnur al di fferencesoniy hmhewsr awwebssteaes

the United States, C a n @lds&ch & Rigby, 17y Lewy,200Mag r e c o n
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As a Canadian schol ar, I trwomknenaecvéwde Ca
possi bl ethandaggeennfluence of radical femini.
contwexpesr ti cul arly r el elhaerte wiam eteldi ghoa tensadyeer shu r
samphedrualves articl es tlha&tel a manddieasnes awosuwol dsear c
specifically CanadilagB80CanadatNewspapers & blgws Mediai,s si t es
Top 10 Canadian Newspape2). Thi s woul d also all ow me to
i nt erdeisstcionugr ses s peciCaincaadl olagnFceemenr hnlg €t eembedh
al i sttheofft btpeen Canadiap mofieeaadi an &Emd(keiesh new
appeBdi Tabl e 2.

Eaoh t hreesvess@Dittdeensi ted and searched for ar
academi gthesamplcdis t e msa mdorbaainddssf)gy noi d(s) 0 wer e
combinati on ,wi fi ho,ihai sy &todidoxgy / gi ol firpirgrsd (2 )ut e
Apr os toi thwsteivomvee k woi ket B¢ lwhia sPr fi¢ s A f i cki ng
Asex , ot mnde Ncs eWhedm Ilposssi bl e, sear cthreeam wtelrees € 1 | |
sear chartmtsbsuesx r osbeaxt sd oadlelds a( @t |l et s have used
sex dol |l s as i)wtee rec ltBheogsaeumdsdedaer hoan shshraatt eisndi vi du
report difficulties discriminating between ne
newspaper, magaaznidnen,ewesdiltiokrei abll og article resu
(Loker.Ch26 &8) s anbpel epsu Whlaitdsvidemnch 2 0,th0 oardder2 G 109 r ep
current .Boslc,outreslesvi si on, movi e, ,aosr tghaeme areev i ¢
genre too spedWitleo Mmat &ltdhats sisvadlduedierd ,anaasl ysi s
invol ves ctomirss deudcmgad avxci sual , i nf whmathi anal ,

beyond t he s c®hpoes eonf stahmpsl ewsorhkad t o f eature s ex
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t omind ianlcsloudeora ididifaeatcetn c e.Foo eax hwarkhel teef mg
Asex ,owdadrsk x,0 wiogdk iefgjma fim o thlpe l®s Nipr WP e A HOU thp o n
Atrafbidtées ogsen hHheadbdm@aand Apurchased were us

eferences to sex wor k. As with t he samcaldle mi c

-

(7]

ubt opics or tangents, or that,weerenmostiingl cad
From this seé@bronhneamsdavnadsiess §csfee@ ABpefdmdbke
2.Sampl esawed eas PDF files wubsemgc at sgoriened alpy
type: (1) opinion, (2) news, or (3) ,feuvstwalel.y
an editorial staff or putbhlorsohuegrh |oyf eax pnraegsaszei sn et
opinion about a sulbgjeencetn.atNews | aurdtei pledr & @nhacd u l®d
traditionally written by repootren Rgarcaijeamsisnal
similar to news aritdiecpltehs ebxuptl oprractvi imdnel oaharnmo rteo p i
feasome opinionsg fofdmnt he.Thietsheoarcatlegodiooz at i on
provgderenal undeg((rrsd laantdii megl y)f t &ma ai bnkt cesrbenspt hidnsg a n
bet weenbéeypensi detibsdlat ¢dlgowveiveat it@on i wigpd ledniefnfti c ul
articwesotty pael ways i ndicated, annmdisiateedimk sn o tt h
seem to match its supposed type. I was forced
f oumcdailtl eagpngperly aptpiny amdlbyes mbst mabmmon a
type was news artifcdaet rmme =( 79 ,1 7)o, |aonmke do phiyni c
As with the aacmldiems ameglasn | veesr,e f uwh eatelrerc at
t hey referr ed gtnaffa ecxdsmieocrtk , aaesf iemr deifireee cetn ¢ e as Wwe
whet heprr etesldenyposi ti ve, , nagmadqgautki, v erpead ratant e et t urdael

towards .Megstrebmpbes f eat gnkeftioiceuasr towo rtkheasarat i c
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or made a direotkréhereffdp,twhser wnly 4 samp
worlksee Append.i xMCst Tabltehé&.sampl es were neutr
robots (n = 38). The secondnmastatofmmonr mpbB3I|t
(n8Fr. The | eastswecrpemmohi pes ( bipeonsdi)t,i vaen d( nn e=u t2r)a |l
articles and featoewens:ve2f3e aatl sru dRRI) ynargearttaruddr a(l

mews :=feaAtrur=@RBi)ni on pieces were mostly negat.

positive (n = 3), neulrna¥e( Appeéndv.anhio,wmnghg bt v
this sample is a good representation of onlin
cl e arelxyh anuosttTihn s sampl e was | imited by the si ze¢
articles on sex robots are published frequent

Il n order to analyze the discourses emergin
featured i n t lhefsdoonngandRoeschig205Moumad that ncost
representations of robot partners were female in form, | wanted to see if my sample would have a
similar pattern. | counted thmumberof articles that featured female formed robot imagesde
formed roboimagesandgender neutral imageswb articles featured an image of a sex
robot/doll with a male formOne of these articles featured only one image which was of a male
form robot/doll (Pandey, 2018ee Appendix Afigure 9.). The other article had many images in
which two seemingly male form robots/dolls could be found amapysioximately twelve
female form robot/dolfs(Wakefield, 2017). Fivar t i cl es featured a fgend
image of a robot in which theren® obvious gendege.g. Wagstaff, 201&eeAppendix A,
figure 10.), andtwo articles featured images dfothgender neutral robots/dolls and female

formed robots/dolls. Two articles featured images of robots/dolls that were not easily classifiable

5 Some of these images were of unfinished heads, making the supposed gender hard to distinguish.
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as repesenting aormativefemale form, butould not be categorized as compleiginder
neutral because tiiseemed to insinuathe presencef breasts or otharis female
characteristics (e.g. Dickson, 2016; see Appendifighire 11.) All of the other articles with
images featured only images of female formed robots/dolls (n = 48; n = 7 articles did not feature
any images).

Given emerging theories on the racialization of sex robots by certain sqleodprs
Karaian, 2Q0; Sparrow, 2019 | alsocountecthe amount ofimes that theimages of
robots/dollsin the sampleepresented a white person or a person of colout of the 50 articles
that featured images in which race was identifiahli@ost allof them featured images of white
sex dolls/robotgn = 46). Out of these 46, tew articlesalsofeatured images sex robots/dolls
that are Eastern Asian in appearance (n thaj},wereracially ambiguous but whitgassing
(meaning that they may have represented a person of colour, but could also easily pass as a
white; n = 5 and that represented a person of colour (n ¥I3re werdwo articles that only
featured images of sex robot/dolls that were racially ambiguoiis/pdissing, ando articles
that only featured images of sex robot/dolls representing people of cbimse numbers were
used to help further support my analysise Appendix CTable9).
Procedure

After the process of betbcacademhd aategaot
media samples, a critical di scoumnmna asmrexl woir K
narratives intersected. Of particular interes
sex and geradle mian b § tas gainsdc osuerxs ewsoer rke s rt d agnmae
chal l.lemgéedok on the theory and metdoddehtdi s e

seven things that arthewpfaet etdo bys:(fdAhwiuladjien g wth:e
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signifipgraactei,cd,) (3) identities, (4) relatior
sign systems and2&GnowTe dgmead(gs zbeuipl.daln/g t asks (
proposes six tools of isnogecuiarly :l a(nlg)u asgietsu a t(e3d) nfh
intertextual §tynd( %)) Dicoanodeldr)s.adT hoensse (bsueiel dpi.n g2
tools of immiqumedyt arer eate | arge qwasetsitdimsh swhi
aruesed to guide( GesecapdDd ér alnaat yrsé¢ s of the buil
based on the sample peojpgctanal yeedeaddrchles e ami
buil ding taskstheier moss e(@@e d,agAdels #tndedlbaive, I
adoptheaode Geedbu( RAilthlyat alskfselt woul d best helop
stigmatization and makaedcoahetéembnsestodrseoouou
Ththree tasgmoditngerti nent to my sarmgpl es and
identities, polTihe cbsyi ladidregs btedhseke sofonst he r eal
identities throutegehtt i @eleaha@mdgdyege®fi £ hesed by :
themsel ves and/a@ileathen es( @Gdet h205k1 f and ot h
and exist speci6Gi palrisy ¢ihdedyempe hdi agt bort he typ

purpose. As expad ai ipddbnt Geee6PRP0Odate enacted a

make [them] worko (p.18). The discourse analy
What identity or identitedstbsenhhts (i eee
recognize as operative)? What identity or
ot hers and how does this help the speaker
2041 p. 18).

This buildvagt tbaeskmysanal gsi s because by want e

authors to promote their perspectives and cha

5'n his whlk,diGlefeer(&nti ates bet ween Disscbusscesr ssé$ hwiat ko

capitadéofD GQeseépsns(ix00lool s of inquiry used in discourse ¢
and integrating |l asguwggs atttbonskihngtebattevshnng, val u]
tools, and objects to enact a particular sort of soci al
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mi n o rairgetiiegmati zed by being identified and cat ¢
associated with behGofbmhe6BheaSIpYy samal ysi €5 |
identity bueidhe iindye nttaisfky hied pt anc evse rien fvwhiceehd oenr
groups or individual s. It also made me quest:i
and communicati on o fc ekrntoawlne daguet,h ofrosré6 caceemp Ipeo s i
obscure the use | anguagiegmadi zideg| bgi esxtalat mi

The buil diord grtdifaessks otfo t he distribution of s
|l anguage of tahe targubaGeeis20&e&d to make i mpl
intention, val ue)Thhe ddiesddad wrss  Gerea | Y2Dilst questi

buil diinsg t ask

What perspective on social goods in this p
being communicated as to what is taken to
Oproper 6, Oéappropriatebé, oOvaluabl ebd, o0t he
6high status or | ow statusé, oOlake.maod¢r n
Questions of morality and ethicss aaedava@axrwaobdr |
are key components of radical feminist discou
essential to my discourse analystlse Wasynginhi
which | anguage was upsreadc ttioc elsa baesl nctoerratl & ii nmnsoer xaul

other type of binary categorization.

The bu

| ciomq etcadesfkenasf t o t he ways in which &
ideas, concepts, people, etc., arelfTdeandi stoue s
anal ysis question atit$rHow tdeode st ot htihsi sp ibeuciel doifn gl
di sconnect things; how does it make ogae pt.hing
197his building tadkcwaeseaskednsobbeivpehi sex r ¢

radi cal femini st di scour ses, and established
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technology, authors can reinforce an ideology

concepts hrionndidviwhual s hold firm beliefs.

i mportant to understanding how sex robots

ot her, and what are the potential conseqguence

The quaett awimehd t he buil ding tasks oweriedent i

used ad ha ogugihdbaut my anal ysi s. I tried to
took note of intdreasteist@bpatstherdns .eoccag.ring
Thttehemes that | chooeltyo odiesc u shse guwnaareay en ccth otsheen
ability to best answers my research questions

As a compl i ment tvad smyaltbdrtamgebsBngnabgwseng| ne

al so ahastpizedd by Geirstutions drodiscbarse analydimdicot )
What is the unsaid message communicated by

understand the I mage@dWh#&whatnfermhei omage

is the image tryi?Hgpwt doefsf ¢ hite ii matglee fav it e we t hi

Does it allude tHowttheesi magkist owi aeWhap@Parti ci

patternsoemetrigesacPy Geveof thmagemages form a

online news articles, this hempedi maglfimemher

news representations of sex robots.

Chapter 4: Analysis
Though therepresentation of sex robots in rAfictional media has been addressesthg
content analysi€Doring & Poeschl, 2019}here is a gap in research that provitedepth
analyesof thediscourses emerging froatademic and news medepresentationandtheir

possible consequences sexual minoritiedJsing discourse analysishbped toexploretheuse
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andreproduction of sex and gender norms in sex rabatlemidextsand online news articles
and investigate Ri char dsxxobdssandthizioukshrae bein@ 016b) ¢
developed ad p r o s tcil ti ustlatioashi. Via the application of a sex positive perspective,
the goal here is to consid@hether andhow these narratives further stigmatize sex workers and
sex work clientsMy findings reveal thatte representation of sex robots in academic and online
news media are problematimt because sex wakclient relationshipare inherently harmful
but becauseas | explain belowthese representatiomsinforce negative sex anémgder norms,
problematic radical feminist discourses, and sex work stigma.

In terms of sex robots, stigmatizing, sex negative discothagsinforce problematic
sex and gender norms were most common in online news articles, while really only present in
academic articles written by arsiex robot authors. This raises interesting questions about the
way the media disseminates information and portrays sex, gender, andrnmative sexual
practices and identities to the general pulllroughout this chapr, | address what is (or could
be) the role and responsibility of news media in contributing to sex positive constructions (both
figuratively and physically) of sex robots.

Unexpectedlythere was an overall sex negative attitude towards sex work &cribss
academic and online newamplesThis was made evident through the use of langaade
subtle implicationsAcademic texts and media articles used sex work type terms to desotibe
robot and sex robot activities.e r ms s u ¢ $exweos kfeTagsdniert (201 cArthur,
2017),Air obot i c pr ost iftputeet e n(dS udunters?0d8)and?® Pels20k (i cC
prost (Dyey2088wer e rel atively common, ,Owhicllist he us
obviouslyassociated with hman sex work, was almost univerdaéferenceso pimps were also

found inonline newsarticles, with either the sex robot sellers being referred to as pimps (e.g.
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At he pl gastHucntpeirmps2018) or the robdMoge/l dol | s

2012) further engraining an association between sex robots and sexRudhermore, &x

robots wereften discussed as possible replacements for sex work in both saimpiearly all

the academic articles, the replacement of sex work by sex robotissassed as possible, and

positive or neutraDoéring & Pdsch] 2018 Levy 2007a, 2007dMcArthur, 2017;Sparrow

2017;Sullins, 2012 Yeoman & Mars, 2012 Richardson (2016a; 2016b) differed in that they

did not see the replacement of sex workers by sex robots as positp@ssilie(claiming that

sex robots will actually increase the demand for sex wadthk¢y also argue that they are not

comparing sex toots to sex workerhiemselvesbut that sex robot advocates do so (Richardson,

2016b) Many online newsarticles also described the replacement of sex work by sex robots as

possible, and positive or neut(alg.Bennet, 2016Dunn, 2016 Kummer, 20190pray, 2017.
Presenting sex work and sex robagsshe samginterchangeableor naturallysimilar fails

to make room for the complexity and richne$sheserelationshipsandpracticesand is

disrespectful tandividuals involved in themAs | explain further in this chaptemplying that

sex workers &n and shoultde replaced by sex robots reinforties narrative thagex workis an

inherently harmful practiceand that sex workemnd clients are victims arkviant® a

narrative thatgnoresthe large body of researdemonstratinghat these claims are unsupported

and harmful By equating sex robots to sex workers, the work and identity of sex workers is

devalued through their construction as a displaceable work force and disposable ataliSihu

robot users and sex work clients are also amalgamated as one and the same through reductive

pathologizingand dehumanizingtereotypes which serve alienate them and authorize

discrimination
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Furthermoreby engraining arassociatin betweersex robots and sex wonkto our
collective consciousnesanygender normsstereotypesor stigma associated with one becomes
intrinsically associated with the other. | arguehis chaptethat associating sex robots with
negative connotatits ofsex work and pornography is useddmmeauthorsto convince readers
of the Awr on g nlékewsse, haretipracanature ofthese assaciatiorsdfected
my analysis by making me consider hthese associations also work to categorize and
stigmatize sex work.

This being saidan important distinction must be made. From a development standpoint,
sex robots are not necessarily being constructed to replace sex work, and neither do they have to
further down the lineThe interpretation of thaser is especially importaand is lacking from
the conversatiorWill usersconceive otheir sexrobots as sex workers? As discussed in Chapter
1, we have yet to undertake research that can truly detehmmsex robat will be perceived
byuserandi f sex work clients are i imtheseredseetidnsi n A's
| highlight some of the problematic discourses emerging from sex robot representations and how
they can and should be challenged.

Gendering Robots and their Users

In their study Doring andPoesch(2019)found thatonfictional mediaoften
represented robets female and robot users as matecreatingheteronormative sexual norms
and traditional gender roleA.similar pattern was found in my samplésonlinenews media
(and in some specifically ardiex robot academic articlesgx robots wereustomarily
emphasized agmaleor woman and sex robot users as matemen Thoughl acknowledge that
these representations are based in reality, | view #sentomplete | propose that such

representationiuild upon radical feminist discoursémat labelmen and women as
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fundamentally different téurtherreinforcesex and gendaerormsthatare a product of Western
culturerather thara necessary characteristic of sex robloédso note thaan encouraging trend
of usinggendeiinclusiveterms and highliglmg a wider variety of robot formand potential
robot usersvas foundn theacademic samplén order to combat sex and gender nqramsi
encourage the development of diverse rglaatademics and online news outlets shdanar
inclusive language and imagery, avoid stereotyged,acknowledge the underlyingltural
norms that favor the production of normative robots.
The Female Sex Robot

Thegendengof sex robots is most apparethet i n Ri
female form is incorporated into the very definitidrsex robotsih Wh at i s a sex robo
doll with programs and motors that is primarily imagined and/or produced in the form of a
woman or girl obg®i.chBhadsgom,t R 1lbse of the wor (
indicate that, indeed, notl@ex robots are produced in a female form, the inclusion of the phrase
Aproduced in the form of a woman or girl o as
gives the impression that having a female form is a definitive criteria of sex rilotite that
the element of function is not included instbefinition. The female form then, although only
A p r i ynmaagimedl and/or producgds more imperative to the definition of sex robots than
their functionas sexual tosl Texas Monthlalsodefinessex robots as inherently female in
form: AA sex robot brothel is a place where people go to interact with sex toys that look like
women and have parts that simulate the sexual characteristics one would associate with women
(Soloman, 2018).

These quotes exemplify a direct gendering of robots through thef laseyuage, but

generally sex robots/dollsvere genderethrough a failure to note the existence of fiemale
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formed robot&lolls and through selectathages especially in online newarticles As described
earlier, only two articles featured an image of a sex robot/doll with a male,fanch only six
articles featured i mages t hat .0Chewestdithéareclee asi |y
featured images of female looking dolls or robtgsale passing humars;, objects/body parts
associated with the female bogyg. an inage of high heeJsee Appendix Afigure 12.). The
online articlesalsoalmostunanimouslyfeatured images of robots/dolls that resemble white or
white passing womewith fipornographio forms that represent normative beauty ideals (white,
very large breasts, excessively small waists, exaggerated lipsttaighthair, etc). The
prevalence of such a narrgertrayal of sex robots/dolls could be simply interpreted as a
representationfahe current markett is true most sex dolls and sex robditst currently exist
represent avhite or whitepassing, stereotypicélp o r n o gfemale form(&lésich & Righy,
2017; Bartneck & McMullen, 201&®anaher, 2017). This ismderstandably wogome and
unfortunately, a predictable and common is§irlem pornography to Hollywooand even

Disney moviesconsistenbo ver r epr esentation of white women \
bodiesis witnessed in sexual and neaxual mediums alike.amb, & Brown, 2018; Rice,

2018. Therefore we must acknowledge that if such forms are createdintgart becauseas
theforms that our society overemphasizes as desirtidg are the forms that sdliis not the

sex roboper sethat is the prolem, but the underlying beauty and gender nasma/estern
culturethat motivate developers to stay within these narrow construcgohslars such as
Sparrow (2019alsopoint outthat developerarein somewhat of a double bind given that
creatingroboss that aredentifiableas norwhite racesisks criticisms of racismand associations
to slavery Similarly, creators okex robots that go agairsherstandard beauty ideaisk being

accusedf fetishizing particular traits and/or identities
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Without propercontext,many of thamagesof sex robots used in online news articles
can evokdear, disgust and angein the readerTheemphasis odismembere@nd naked parts
can conjuremagesof violence agairtsvomenand obijectificatior{e.g.Baggaley, 201;/Bates,
2017;Bowerman, 2017; Dart, 201Rjotta, 2018Ritschel, 2018Wiseman, 2015ee Appendix
A, figure 13, figure 14 figure 15. The use oftheseemotive picturess likely to pull the reader
in, but it also unfairly represents the comptebationshipghat individualscan have with these
products especially given thalismembered parts are a part of the fabrication process, and not
typical to actual useFrom these imagemly sex is extrapolated, and the caring and mundane
activities commonly performed with sex dolls, such as bathing and wafEhingare never
represente@@oring & Posch) 2018;LangcastetJames & Bentley, 2018Jhe use of such
images was also often@ssive and redundant, wlticles featung multiple and/or very large
images of the same thing, whipassingfemale naked bits and piecés.g. Baggaley, 2017;
Dyer, 2018,Green, 2018Shuggerman, 20)8Theuse of multiple imagesn thesame article is
an excellent opportunity teresent a more varied range of robatdls, but instead the same
imagey is repeated.

Thefocus on the most traditionally pornographic images of sex robiotsrs the way
thatradical feminist§ocusedtheir criticism on the most disturbing examples of pornography to
push theimgendgKubes, 2019; Rubin, 1993n educational slide showsdical feminists
strategically usedenerally inflammatory imageand images from BDSM pornography without
context to illustrate violence against women in pg@omella, 2015Khan, 2014 Rubin, 1993.

In their writing as well, radical feminists chose specific examples that painted pornography in the
worst light possible (Kubes, 2019; Rubin, 1993)e overemphasis of carh types of

pornography by radical feminists is problematic beca@ugeneralizes all pornography (and by

81



association all porn consumers and producers), Wtoleveniently) ignang pornography by
andfor anyone but cis males anefuting the possibility that pornography is a site of desire
empowermentand liberatiorfor many individuals, includinggomen (Danaher, 2019; Kubes,
2019. The same can be said about the saturation of female pornographic ahsgpesobots.

Therefore, iis important to consider media as not cabjtethatreprodues problematic
norms butas a site oproductionas well. By choosing to only portray one type of robot, a
narrati ve t ha tofiovhliatneaf@pdmfomorgootsacanbe creatatksed or
desired, igeinforced.Though they are not the norm, nfamale, norwhite, and non
stereotypical sex dolldo exist, and media outlets can and should make efforts to give these
forms the spotlight they deserv@nebrand in particular, Sinthetics, is specializing in creating
the perfect male dolls for female customers (Sunderland, 2Al8) available areransgender
sexdollsand @At r ans geddpmbrastike attachreats thaecansbé switched in place of a
female form doll 6s v agmportanfinterest anccdamandifaf t hat t h
representations beyond cis bodies (DorinB@&sch) 2018;fiRealDoltt he wor | dbés fi nes
doll, Lupe Fuenteas n.d.).There als@xista few sex robots/sex dolls tregem taepresent
people of coloufe.g. see Appendix Aigure5.). These products were rarely, if ever, mentioned
in my collected sample of online articles (one mentioned penis inserts), meaning that for a person
with average sex robot/doll knowledge, information about such products is hard to come by
unless it is specifally searched for.

Effortsto presensex robots in a way that better encapsultitesange offormsthat sex
robotsare anccan bedevelopedo havewere more common in academic texts than in online
articles For example, Danaher@279 defines sextmotsas fAar t i fi ci al enti t [

purposes that [have a] humanoid form, [perform] hufiteenmovement[s)/behaviour[s], [and]
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some degree of dp 45). Thisddfimtibn, whicht | enysélfiuge e this waik,

is not only moreaccurate, but more inclusiteh an Ri ¢ h ar dr Sadoma@ads0(18216 1 6 b )

their pieceDoringandPoéschll 2018) expl ain that fAsex doll s ca
according to gender (male, female, and transg
(p.53) andSullins (2012)speat o fiat | east two companies to en

have released bot h mdd0eGeraderdeutfalandagénderiackisive do |l | s 0

terms such as fArobot | ovenmdh®OL7)Saalkdused.s, 2012)
In their envisioned future, Yeomah Mars (2012) describascene of a sesobot club

thatfoffers a range of sexual gods and goddesses of different ethnicities, body shapes, ages,

languages, and sexual featurgs. 367). This not only highlights the existence of male and

female formed robots, but the uyacemmfietyashe t er m

list of variable characteristics such as ethnicity, body shageage, implies that various

represetations of bodies are possible sites of desire. In this phrase, an imagined future where

manytypes of bodies are represented in robot foemomes possiblé. allowsthe reader the

opportunity to imagine whdaheir perfect sex robot would look like andaept that someone

el sedbs may | ook compl etheebymdi ifedenandWgobddeh

even a sense that sex robot forms could go beyond traditional humandsbapesvn

imagination is the only limitThis encourages readers tinstruct sex robots beyond traditional

ideas of sex ahgender and can help put pressure on developers to have a more inclusive

approach to their creationdlith the rise of ex doll enhancements such as horns, fangs, forked

tongues, and elf eargiCustomized option), n.d.; seeAppendix A,figure 16.), fantasy dildos

such aghefi Cr e at u CreafuceCdckin.d;(see AHppendix A figure 17.), and alien themed

83



brothels Dunn, 2019; Robitzki, 20)9it is evident thasupernatural formare and will be in
demand

Unfortunately, YeomaandMars (2012) later reinforce traditional ideas of beauty and
sexual desire by stating that, in this future
Russian exotic special who is popularw h  Mi ddl e East er.iHowevwersthen e s s me
efforts made bymanyacademics$o be more inclusive in their definitions, the imagergated by
YeomanandMars (2012), and the availability of norormative productsintsatthe possibility
that s& robots could become tools for encouraging sexual exploration beyond gender norms and
heteronormativeidesd a physi cal technol ogy (Kobes2@B)p us fqg
By acknowledgig the variety that does existndby demanding for moreguthors can work
towards undoing gender, s&nd beauty norswrather than contributing to their reproduction
Kubes (2019) has spoken at length about how sex robot forms need not be so typical and
pornographic, and instead, could be built to maximize function in the same way that many
modern vibrators aré\s Danaher (207) explains

Sex robotseed not be largbreasted, thirwaisted, porn staesque waifsNo doubt there

will be significant pressures in favor of this representation. But it is conceivable that one

could create and design a sex r@ébdb represena more progressive set of norms

around sexual conseand beautyp.115.

Personally) see nanherent wrongn being aroused by a robot wigtharmingly
disproportionate breasts f i$ vwhat yyouare into! Sex robots are ol for exploring
relationship, sex, andantasisd whichare at timegxaggerated and surreblowever,we
should beallowed andencouragedo ask for moreThe criticism of the current popular forms of
sex robots is warranted, but insteadbeing used taompletely denigratsex robot technology,

it could be used & stating point for improvemenDo6ringandPéschd s (1 2018) study f

fictional media represented a much greater variety of sex robot forms, demonstrating that it is not
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impossible for us to conceive of a more diverse realityl as previously mentioned, the demand
for more varied representations is out th&evelopers have an impant responsibility in
making these forms availableut the media, as a first point of contact with the technology for
many,can play an important role as well.

Proponents of media ethiaglvocate thainedia practitionershould hold themselves
respondble as active participants rather than disinterested or unbiased observerskiuad
long term consequences of publications be given due considelBlamk & Roberts,2011).As
research shows that news media in particular reinforces gender norcentinidiute to
inequalities and oppressiamedia practitionerseporting on sex robotsay want to consider
theirrole in perpetuating reductive sex and gender noRogh(& Sander2018).Narrow
portrayals of sex robotikely do little to encourage more inclusive and varied developments,
andmayactuallycontributeto acycle of demand and supplyforh e fA por tymeofr aphi c o
robot A potentially more productive and positive use of their spacerdingncewould be
acheved by the further integration ofclusive languageby highlighting variety where it exist,
by acknowledging the varigghysical forms robotsantake, andoy acknowleding the desire
for more varieptions By doing so, mdia practitioners havanopportunity to sparkritical
conversationgsboutthe gender and beauty ideals of our socetycontribue to an expanded
appreciation of sexual variety and nonconventional be&styreviously noted, soe authors
are alreadyravingconversations about the innovative forms that sex robots could tdengve
Danaher, 2017; Danaher, 2019; Kubes, 2049t unfortunately theseare generally limited to
academic textand so ar@ot easily accessible to the general pulddtcourse, reprters and
journalists are limited by their medium in ways that academic scholars may not be, for example

by word count anthe desire to capture the attention of readers in a saturated maikenhaly
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explain the lack of diversity in these publicasoHowever, there are journalists who do choose
to report on more varied experiences (e.g. Sunderland, @@boreports on the development of
male sex dolls for women) am not suggesting that it is possible for every individual article to
touch onevery aspect of sex robots. Ratttkatgiven that policymakers rely on the news as a
source for academic findingsl@émmersley, 200AVeiss & Singer; 1988x broader diversity in
the news as a whole, that better reflects what is found in the acadesaichesvould be
especiallyuseful and productivéy findingsthus serve as a call fonline media outlets
better reflect the existing and potentiatersityin sex robot options
The Male Sex Robot User
Sex robot users in my samples were often constructed as men, especially in online
articles and in antsex robot academic tex#&bove just associating the sex robot usenen or
males | noticed a tendendy avoid discussions abopbtential female uss, even when the
context invited itOn the occasion thabale robots/dollsverementionedn online articlesthey
wereusuallyassociated with bisexual or homosexual male clients rather than heterosexual
female clientsFor example, one online article discussed s e x r obot br ot hel th
do!l | s f o anddxplagesithal thd serdice was initiated to provide thparience of
bisexual threesomes to men, bhevver mentioned a possibtgerestfor women(Pandey, 2019).
Some articles mentiongtatbrothelscould offerpenis inserts to be used with female formed
dolls, butstill in the context of optiamfor male clents (e.g. Ritschel, 2018Jhis trend was also
found in a few antsex robotacademic textRichardson{2016a)mentions male sex robots, but
they are attributed to homosexual mént he devel opment of sex robot.
femalesadul t mal es are al so a pot(e29)iTrelemenmgr ket f c

discourse from sex robot representations in the mediat only that males atkefio bvi ous 0
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sex robot users, but that womarefiobviouslyo not fiThere are male sex ligy of course, but
they are sold mostly to gay men. Women do not seem to have the same desire to cohabit with a
polyethylene paramour. Go figuogBraun, 2018).

Research has found th#tough less commonly then men, women do use sex dolls,
makingit likely thatsomewomenwill be interested in sex robots too (Langcadtanes &
Bentley, 2018; Valverde, 2012). Yet, the phenomenon is almost never addresged.that this
discoursas caused byand reinforcegnduringWestermarratives about sexualitthat are
maintainedoy radical feminist discoursegjainst pornography and sexwomke n 6 s sie xual i t
anuncontrollable violent, andselfishforce whilew o me n 6 s isreskraind, lintintate, and
loving (Echol 1983; Ferguson, 1984; Morgan, 19%QYu i 8 A D IRis possible therthat anti
sex robot authors overemphasize male sex robot asdractively avoid acknowledging
possiblefemaleinterestto further their arguments against sex robots.

As discussed in chapter 2, radical femiiistourses on pornography and sex work
clearly construct male and female sexuality on a binary. Men are associated with violence and
physicality while women are assiated with tenderness and intimacy (Echols, 1983; Ferguson,
1984).This narrativesimilarly informs contemporargassociationdetweersex robotandmen.
When faced with a nenormative sexual practice, explaining it as just a typical bizarre
animalisticviolent contraption for men is all too easy. On the other haweddea that women
would be interested in and even enjoy using a sex robot purely for sexual gratification, instead of
seeking intimacy in a human sexual encounter, clasheuitheliefs that women
are and should be sexually restrained and contr@@ealvford & Popp, 208,Sc hwé&r t z

Ke mp 2 & rlS&irom, 2017)By associating sex robots specifically with meso are
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constantly identified as naturalieviantand violent(Echok, 1983 Szirom, 2017, it makes it
much easier to demonize or ridicule the practice, which makes for a much more salient piece.

Of course, differences in male and female sexuality, though present, are minor, and many
of these are explained orlatst tainted by sociocultural factotsefimiller, 2018). For example,
womenreport higher instances of sexual partners, masturbation, and softcore and hardcore porn
use when they believe their responses are anonymous, demonstrating the influencecf sex an
gender expectationédlexander & Fisher2003. Interestingly, research has found that women
are actually more erotically plastic then men, meaning that they are more flexible in their sexual
responsed.ehmiller, 2018) Research has shown that womenyensn than men, have sexual
responses to sexual imagew videoghat do not match their sexual orientation (i.e.
heterosexual women aroused by sexual imafja®men ancdhomosexual women aroused by
sexual images of mehiverset al.,2004).Womenhave even been found bave sexual genital
responsgto video footage of bonobos having sexphenomenon not examined in nf€hivers
et al.,2007).The narrativedhat women will nobr cannotbe sexually aroused by sex robots
simply doesnot align withour current knowledge about female sexuahtst, it would seem
thatantisex robot authors conveniently avoid suggestions of a female interest in sex robots
perhapdecause it is in direct conflict with their underlying argumAstording to their logi, a
robot, as a representation and product of male sexism and female violence, should not feature in
womends fantasies.

Historically, thisis not be the first time that certain gendersexual minoritiegare
conveniently left out. Returning to radical feminist arguments against pornography and sex work,
the pattern igvident.As previously stated, the experience of women finding pleasure and

empowerment through pornography was excluded from radicalifgrritiques against

88



pornography (Danaher, 201Rubes, 2019)A perfect example is the exclusion of heterosexual
women in the analysis of the harms of pornography BFAWhonl y edes bl &n
women and esgpeakitall v sc liteabimy womenr c¢cl ai ms ( Ka
Similarly, even though many men practice sex
worclkonver sat i o (Deraig200f Redewondk 2013¢Vkitzer, 2005
Not only do male sex workers exist, trego have female clientand theyfacestigma,
discrimination, and violenchatis often aggravatespecifically by their status as male sex
workers Porais,2005;Levy 2007aMinichiello et al.,2014 Redwood, 2013). As men, male sex
workers are rendedanvisible, arefiercely stereotyped and judged, ardnot taken seriously in
instances of sexual assawMifichiello et al.,2014 Redwood, 2013)Transgender sex workers
who experience excessive stigma and violehage also beehistoricallyexcluded from
conversationgand researcflLyons et al., 201 AVeitzer, 2005h)Women who buy sex from male
or female sex worker@re almost never discussed, potentially because sfiginea attributed to
women whose sexual appetita® deemeedxcessivary Western sex and gendesrms
(Caldwell, 2018 Crawford & Popp 2003).However the stories from the braweomenwho
have come forward with personal stories about paying fodearonstrate thahotivationsare
quite varied: some are looking be dominated by a professionathers use sex work as a
solution to unmatched libido in their relationship, while others sirdpsie anonynous and
easy seXCaldwell, 2018Kane,2018 Lister, 2018. The exclusio of malesex workers,

transgender sex workeasdfemale clients in popular discourse is advantageous for radical

"LER ifsemdi ni st organpravieduomade egivbdanegh t he Canadi ar
of Rtpbhtswas heavily involved he incorporation of
(Womenb6s Legal Educ,20l14)on and Action Fund

tyabho
in t
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feminists who specifically define sex work as a form of violence and opprédssimanagainst
womenand completely overlook thexistence of female clien{&han, 2018 Weitzer, 2005h)
Acknowledging these minority groups completely undermines radical fen@inists
arguments, because it forces a more nuanced and diverse view of male and female Sehauality.
very notion offemale sexvork cliens completely clashes with all of the stereotypes one must
believe in order to comply with radical femin@t®nceptualizations of sex work. Women are
supposed to be motivated by intimacy rather than physical pleasure or power, and sex work is
portrayed as amxertion of powethat is void of compassion, empathy or intimdaythis very
definition, a woman should nbfave any desir pay for sex. In the case of sex robdtseems
that femaleusers are similarly being overlooked, because @slatging them would too easily
undo engrained beliefs about male and female sexuality and expose flawssaxantbot
arguments.
A prime example of this iRichardsod €016a)assertiort h antlesire the chief buyer
of human sextemales are morkely to purchase artificial nonhuman substitutes such as
vibratorsthat stimulate a discrete part of the body rather than puremaaéult or child for sex
(P29)The effort to cont r awihghabise blatantlgd evidemtme n 6 s s e X
Womena r e fi dand satisfeed vatld aextoy, while men cannot help but to luya child?
Asides from the fact that assimilating the purchase of sex from an adult and a child is abhorrent
and arguably disrespectful to victims of child sex abuse, Richamsopares men and women
as if individuals can be strictly categorized as being either vibrator users or sex work
clients/pedophiledn this descriptiornly womenare represented as makingthe or r ect 0
i e mp a tchoice. Tihes® associations are used ligh@rdson to make their argument that sex

work is a bad thing done by men to women, and sex robots, which are designed as women for
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men, are therefore also bakhain, this reinforces sexist beliefs about essential differences
between men and women anddwe further stigmatizes women who do not fit within these
nomdwhose sexuality is perhaps | oud rather tha
atraditionalsex toy.

To support their argument, Ri charxsbotsnri poi n
and sex workbut conveniently omits the extensive discussion about female@clients in
Levybds book. Levy (2007a) not onl workliengsh! i ght s
theyalsoexplain thdargedisparity between male and female clients, not as evidence that
women haveerointerest in paying for sex, brdtheras a result of historical economic
di fference between the sexes. L ework élients §&h0 0 7 a )
important contr i bution to dismantling sexist and
and sex work. However this acknowledgment was not fouadymnline news articlesvhich
supportgesearchhat demonstrateslack of accurate anidclusiverepreserdtions of sex work
madeavailable tahe general publi¢van Brunschoet al.,2000 MacDonald& Jeffrey 2006
Weitzer, 2018)Given this theconstruction of sex robots as sex workers in academic literature
and online news articles éspeciallyproblematic associating sex robots with sex work,
especially when they are genderedheseways,could furthergendered beliefs about sex work
relationships which thenreinforcessex work stigma that negatively impacts the wellbeing and
safety of sex workerdRedwood, 2013).

On a more positive notenostacademic texts dichentionthe possibleuse of male form
robots by womepnbut nomention of a femla interest in female formed robots wasndin
either academic samples alliae news samplesndicatingongoing heteronormative

constructios of sexrobothumanrelationshipsLevy (2007a) isalone indevoting a substantial
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part of their book to theorizing about womenbo
rational for thamotivations ofwomenwantingrobot sex also reinforedeteronormative and
constrictive ideas demaleand malesexuality:
Another factorthatinght i ncrease womends motivation f
recent increase in unwillingness on the part of men to marry. It seems that since men are
able nowadays to get sex much more easily than twenty or even ten years ago, they
hesitate entenig into longterm relationships. This trend will leave a lot of women faced
with the prospect of a human lover uncommitted as to the long term. Instead many
women might prefer to engage with a sexbatways willing, always ready to please and
to satisfy, ad totally committed. This evavailability of malebots could bring about a
dramatic and positive change in the parameters of human lotienskaps, not
necessarily for more sex but rather for sex at the right ({im296).
Once again, thstereotype that compared to men, women are mainly motivated by emotional,
romantic, or committed aspects of sexuality, is reinforced. At times, Levy (2007a) does allude to
more fAsuperficial 0o sexual moti vatisachasaf or wom
focus on desirable body parts i women f or whom size matters wil
mal ebot any girth and | engt h isifnpligagonexistsitahey de
very heteronormative framewotkat assumes that womevill want sex robots with penises.
Overall, inbothacademiand news samplea,formof sexual essentialism as described by
Rubin (1984)was commonlywitnessed. Sex igortrayedas a naturally violent force that exists
in men, while love and intimacy gatural to women. Thesestrictive constructions of male and
female sexualitpromote harmful sex and gender norms and stigmatize those who do not fall
under these strict binaries. Both academicsrmaedia practitioneraeed to be more
conscientious ofite way they represent gender and sexuality when discussing sex robots.
Men who Buy Sex:Pathologized and Dehumanized

A common theme amongshline articlesvas thestigmatizatiorof sex robot/doll users

These individualsvere pathologized ardehumanizd, andoften stereotyped asonely,
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pervertedfoolish, deviant,pathetic.abnormal disgustingandsocially awkwarde.g. Dunn,
2016; Hunter, 2019; Orr, 2016)hese stereotypes were not found across all articles, but were
especiallycommon inonlinenews articles that expressed negative views towards robots, as well
as inmanyonlineneutralnewsarticlesand a few antrobot academic articlessuggest that this
stigmatization okex robot/doll usemnaylead tolegaldiscriminatian, andby association, sex
work clientscould befurther stigmatize@nd criminalizedThe stigmatization of sex robot/doll
usersalso hinders efforts tgenuinelyunderstand sex délbbot use andpply this knowledge
towardsthe developmenof beneficial sex robots
Pathologized

The stigmatizindabelsagainst sex robot/doll usengere at times blatant, as aToronto
Sunarticlewhich captioned picture of a man sitting with a sex rohft.0.S.E.RA man
cuddles with Roxxxy, the worldg$t sex robob ( Hu n t.®escribiry@ek @o)ls users as
Ahor ndof B 0 kHuste, 20i8)and those interested in sex robotsiasar ci ssi sti c
sociog®trhi,c®016) was also used to inMinuate s
times,pathologizingvas more inconspicuous, but came throsgécificlanguagechoices

€ a number of people haumashamedly admitted enjoying the company dife-like sex

d o | ISenjNakajimaclaimshe enjoys the 'perfect' relationship with 'Saagirubber

dollé He says he is in love with tlggant dummy, which he takes out on shopping trips so

he can buy it expensive outfits. Earlier this year, a ttiree divorce called

Murrayé admitted he was in love with a sex doll called NoHbwever, it took him

more than a year to learn how to have sex with hgDunn, 2016).

Theuseofwr ds s uch asandi ad asiimgyehetdnkenysidoulteel

ashamegdembarrassk and guiltyabout their relationship with dolls. Furthermore, the use of the

word fAcl ai mo i Nakapi thadbt st atva fipdrieddrelatibonship he enj

8 Bolded words are used for emphasis and to direct users towardssdid words. These words were not bolded in
the original quote.
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with his doll.With thedescription of hisdollasiagi ant, 0 dummy r ei nf orces th
romantic relationship with a doll is impossilaled bizasrea nd t hat he is a fAdumm
associationThe customer is portrayed iasellectually lackingor building emotional tieso a doll
andattributingvalue to the relationshjgven though researdemonstreesthatthe developnent
of deep, emotional connections to dolls and other anthropomorphized abmtsmon often has
positive effects, and does not indicate a lack of intelligence on the part of the individual
(Langcastetdames & Bentley, 201&evy 2007a; Nyholm & Frank, 2017; Valverde, 2018).
respons¢o Murrayd declaration ofove forhis doll, an unneessary emphasis is put on the time it
took him tolearn tohave sex withher. i Ho,oWsusedtounder mi ne Murrayods f e
and further insinuate thaex dollownersare patheticas well asexually awkwardAlthough
research has fourtdat ®me £x doll users do report having sexual issues with human sexual
encountersmnost report great sexual satisfactiatith theuse of dolls (Valverde, 2012)\nd so,
Mu r r delaypdoes not mean that he is not sexually and emotionally satisfiedatationship
with his doll. This elements completely irrelevatrto his statement that he is in love with Noni, as
sex is obviously not a necessary component of a loving relationship.

Otheronline articlesonstruct the use of sex robfolslls as achdce that would only be
made because all others have expifedher reinforéng the perception of users as abnormal.
These individuals are characterized as not being able to achieve typical societal expectations, and
thus turning ta dcelisNgttrot b e tr &degralingndlielediidn ofn g
settling for a mechanical substitute assuage your loneliness and insecuriySibley, 2008).
The very idea of sex robots/doléspresented as disturbiygpd,disgusting, and perverteghich
insinuates that interest@atividuals are tainted by these attributes:

there are also real concerns about épermitt
what some may regard agerversion sex with robots (Banzhaf, 2018)
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iResi dents spoke out at a City wasuncil me et

Operverse, crookédhisevis maatd algaaeagdbusi ne:

not Sin City6(Sorto, 2018)

Before the City Council unanimously approved the change to the ordinance, council

member Greg Travis called the proposed robot brathele i r d 6 &Uozhnop gr o s s

2018b)

The dolls sell for anywhere from $2,500 to $10,000, with optional "body heat" and Al

voice options(Can't ... unread.) It's like Westworld but so, so much sadderNow, if

you'll excuse us, we're gonna do te&trnal Sunshinenind wipe so weanforget we

ever heard about this(Wagstaff, 2018)

What is a sex robot brotheFrst, just take a moment and consider if you really want this

i nformation in your head before you procee

unlearn it.Are you certain that you want to know? (Soloman, 2018)

Thepathologyportrayedn these texts must be critically evaluated. For one, the mockery of sex
doll owners by implyinga lack of intelligence is unfounddgBlased on the research availaltihe
average sex doll user is well educated, employeddaesl not demonstrate a lack offsel
awarenesfl_angcastetJames & Bentley, 2018/alverde, 2012)Furthermore,liough some sex

doll users choose sex dolls because they are uncomfarndhlenan relationships, this is not
always the case. Some users simply prefere particularly intested indolls, and someusers
arealsoin human romantic relationshiflsangcastedlames & Bentley, 2018&alverde, 2012).
Overall,the limitedresearcton sex doll ownerdoes not find thaheyare psychologically

different than othersr that sex doll ownership should be treated as pathological (Valverde, 2012).

Sex work clients havesimilar history of being pathologized, they are portrayed as having
troubled childhoods, relationship issulesing emotionally stunted and being addicted to
masturbationbeing sexually inadequadad clientshemselveseel that they are perceived as
Aweako Ane efdweodi ridfol saow eadfidamnionpde201b;d&han. @ad&ulick,
2005).As previously mention, the influence of radical feminist thought in Sweden has resulted in

texts which pathologize sex work clients as having severe relationship, childhood, romantic and

sexuality issues, and publ iBugtiingn sSewi tits st iCgme
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and ANow I Canét Stop With the Filtho have hac

(Kulick, 2005)

Again, these stereotypes are unfounded.dédraographic distribution of clients reflects
that of nonclientsandstudes have failed to find major personality differences between men
who buy sex and men who do nBefoit et al., 2014AMonto & McRee, 2005; Monto & Milrod,
2014). What specific distinctiongerefound reflected differences in income and education, with
menwho regularly seek out payed sex online having higher educational levels and higher income
levels than those who do not (Monto & Milrod, 2014). Most importantly, men who purchased
sex were not found to be psychologically particular or to display digtathblogies (Monto &
McRee, 2005; Monto & Milrod, 2014).

The stigmatization of sex robot/doll users seems to be justified by the rational that the
users are further hurting themselves by engaging in these behaléspite the fact that
researclshows that the use of dolls has overall positive outcomes orbligessLangcaster
James & Bentley2018 Valverde, 2012)Research finds that sex doll users as a group cannot be
particularlydefined as havingiental health issues, but as with the gahgopulation, some sex
doll users dasuffer from mental health problemisor these individualselationships with dolls
helpthemi get r i d ,00fA d aosnee | d enpersess sai nodnethamaedithiadn x i et vy
Ai nti macy, s up poonitaly resolinthe veny prablen thabohs/robots are
accused of causin@.angcastedames & Bentley2018 p. 9 Valverde, 2012 Furthermore,
romantic bonds with humans may not be necedsaigome In fact, one could argue that if sex
doll/robotusers are actively trying to avoid human romadséxualrelationships, it may be more
harmful to force them into a normative lifestyle that does not meet their individual mseds

evidence by Val v ¢hatthndthat thehighes rateSaepressianiweriot
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amongst doll owners, but amongst participants who wished to own a doll but didonetver
there is no reason to indicate these people could not maintain relationships with family members,
friends, and work associates, while sgiisf romantic and sexual needs through sex
robots/ dol | s. tohtinuednilerdntenogvards sex mhots/tdojisGcauld cause
more harm to the user than the robot/doll itsSBtiough, as previously mentioned, not all doll
users feel ashamedamy do (Valverde, 2012)f users feel that they are judged for their use of
sex robots/doll, which is I|ikely, considering
and Ahas to be secr et mayawidseekingheldfiproblevatici ng a do
behaviours do develop (Langcasiames & Bentley, 2018, p.9). Itassopossible that without
access to sex robots/dolfeglings of depression in desiring individuals will leaduxher
isolaton.
Dehumanized

Along with pathologizing discourses, tdehumaniation of sex doll/robot users was also
witnessedn online articles One arti cl e r ef er swvhtia hs @ sri muatt s s
robot usergareanimal or insect like (Moore, 2017). Tine Guardianmalemasturbationmaleuse
of sex toys and sex robots)d male purchase of sex wanle pathologized ardehumanized
through association

Therebs always been a bit of sniggering abc

contempt, counterintuitively, isdecet ed at t he women involved),
girlfiendd Bdu@wdol I s have al ways .befemi a tjok ei,s ap
petty stuff . Mmigobyaistic sexdiad dysfunatioemorte sericduslyk e

Maybe people who want to begx robotsieed to present the agreement of a couple of
doctors, before they are judged emotionally restricted enough to need to retsaahtan
inhuman fantasy (Orr, 2016).

At first, this statement seems to criticize the mockery ofag®k clients, sex doll users,

single men, and men who masturbate OAwanker so)

97



However, any attempt to criticize sexual stigma is completely negatgenguat is justified by

lumping of all of these behaviounstht he use of sex robots a8 fAmiso
Interest in sex robots thologizedy insinuating their need to see a doctmd malesexuality is
pathologized and dehumanizespecially when it is not coupled in a heterosexual relationship.

Masturbation, the use of toys, or the purchase of sex is labeled pathetic because it is believed to

demonstrate a mands failure to securgofa Agirlf
femalesexualty i n t he same way that radical feminist
pornography impairs the 6potential of | oving &

integritydéo (Echols, 1983, p. 50).

This statement continuesdehumanizeotential users by describingterest in sex robots
asamii nhumano fantwhsygh o supposedysatvay framendormag mdrah, (
healthy society)ln same article, Orf2016)celebrags the idethatsex robot enthusiastsay be
less likely toreproducgan unwarranted assumptjofiYou could even reflect for a moment on the
idea thatt least people who prefer sex with machines are less likely to breed. Hoom@ayhis
exclamation idorderline eugenfesuggestinghat sex robot enthusiasts stibnot have children,
andthechoiceofwor d pPbmunueed!l |y used to refer to the rej
dehumanizingThe use of such animalizing and dehumanizing discourses is commonly used to
denigrate nomormative sexuatblentities or practices, such as homosexuality, interracial sex and
men buying sexGalabrese et al., 201Bammond, 2015)Sex work clients have been associated
torats,crows,andc oc kr oac hes t h & ampbal &8torr@gddt Khani2018 i ght o
p.795. Radical feminists have even used dehumanizing language to diminish men and male

sexuality, calling them Amutantso because of

9 Eugenic is the adjective form of eugenics. Eugenics, a philosophy supported byfiahis belief that the
humanracecan be improved bgelectivebreedingor geneticengineering Eugenics, 814,p.1653).
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Thesestatements alssuggesthat sex robots and sex work are appealngén because,
unlike women, they seek anonymity and have no interest in emotional or intimate connections.
Again,r esearch has found that mends moOthevtlahi ons
sexual acts, relaxation, mutuality, and emotional ectian are common factors driving men to
purchase seand manyme n seek and prefer what Odisexthatal | ed
replicates the intimacy of monogamous non paid sexual enco(fberse et al., 2015 in
Sharkey et al., 201 Banders, 2008;evy, 2007a; Plumridge et al., 199Research omen who
pay forescortsvas unabl e to | abel Bhnicliefisavhago tompreent s as
sex worker to another with the sole motivation of sexual variety (Jones & Hannem, 2018).
Instead, the men were found to either be committed regulars, visiting certain sex workers on a
regular basis but also visiting other A@gular escorts on the side, seeing multiple escorts in an
effort to find the right one to become regular with, or deeply entrenched in the sex work
community and therefore acquainted with almost all local sex workers (Jones & Hannem, 2018).
This researcleontradicts simplistic binary viewsomoted by radical feminists theltentsare
sexually hungry men who want large amounts of anonymous sex. It is also important that we
guestion ourselves as to why the desire to have large amounts of sex or ano®US S
constructed as inherently deviant or immoral. Both promiscuous sex and anonymous sex can be
consensual, mutual and respectnd | want to stress that framing sex work clients as only
moral when they are normative can be problematic in that inrbiezas a certain type of
intimacy. Sex work clients who do not desire romantic intimacy should also be treated with
respect. As Rubin (1984) explains, variations in sexual preferences and desires are usually
benign and need not represent some sort ohdeeiAs long as mutual consent is present,

anonymougncounters arsot inherently immoralharmful or lacking in intimacyin fact, for
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some sex work clients, anonymity helped them feel more intimate, because it helped them let go
and be more opeld@nes& Hannem 2018).

As with radical discourses allt sex work, dehumanizing stereotypes facilitate support for
criminalizationand promote discriminatory and ostracizing practitég punishment or control of
individuals is much more acceptable when théviddals are constructed as violent, sick, outcasts.
Unfortunately, alesire to engage in discriminatory practices against robotsdabeadyvisible.
Councilman Greg Travis from Houston has declared that if a robot brothel is allowed, he will
film customers entering and exiting the establishment and post the footage onto social media:

Once councilman evesaidhe would film everyone who goes in anaspit on social

media to "show everyone what kind of perso

occurs], I'll be after [it] 24/7 with cameras filming everybody who goes in and everybody

who goes out, [and] we will post it on social media so pecqbesee who is using

thisd(Sorto, 2018).

In Canada and elsewhesgmilartacticsare used to shame cliemstisch as sending letters to

suspects, releasing names of arrested men, and offering offenders the opportunity to escape trial

by enlistinginij ohn school 6 (Khan, 2018; Sanders, & C
reinforce the narrative that pur afdansduragg s e X i
discrimination In their researctKhan (2015; 2018jpound john schools, which are arg to

reform men who have been arrested for purchasingeé&e overwhelmingly centered on

shame. Various presenters such asexworkers, nurses, and wives ofabents, spoke of

horrifying sex trade stories, accused clients of making women fegfleuasd contributing to

violence against women on a broad sealdstressed the dangers of sexually transmitted

diseaseg¢Khan, 2018. Commonly, an exlient would speak to attendees, depicting his and their

desires as symptoms of sex atidh (Khan, 208). These workshops, by their very nature and

by their content, construct clients as deviant and immoral. On a lunch break, a john school
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student asked Khan (2015) if she was A[there]
demonstrating that clientseaaware of the stereotypes against them, and are perhaps
internalizing them as well.
Overtstigmatization of sex robot/doll use wasry rarein theacademisample but
Richardsor(2016a 2016b) indirectly stereotypsex robot users through their construction of men
who buy sex and watch pornography. They pmithefii nabi | ity of the buyer
empathy with the seller of sex06 and fo-ll ow thi
Cohen whdheyhighlightas an 0 e x p e2016apa291). Buydrsiofssexdwhdther it be
sex work robots or porr) are stereotyped as lacking empathy, and the reference to autism implies
an abnormality or pathology. Richardson (2016b) also participatieshierarchzation of sexual
acts by stating:
Fortunately not all men buy sex or consume pornography. There is a strong movement
now with males turning away from prostitution and pornography as they recognize the
detrimental effects on their intimate relationshipsisaue | believe will gain more ground
over the next decade (p.48).
This statement implies that men who do @agagen sex work or pornographgremorally
superior and have healthier relationshign those who ddt presentshe choice of some men to
renouncehese activities as evidencktheirdeviant natureThere are mangroblematic
assumptions underlying this logic. Undoubteglgrnography has negative effects on certain
individuals, in the same way thagny behaviowgthat are normally unproblematan wherdone
in anexceswe or unhealthy mannée.g. working Lichtenstein 2019],shoppingand internet use
[Kim & Seo, 2013). However the fact that certaimdividuals choose to stop a behavithat has

affected hem negativelyloes not prove that tmegative effects amgeneraliable toeveryone, that

everyone should now stop, or that the individuals who stopped are morally superior. Watching
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sports, for example, can encourage aggressive behaaimdidomestic violende certain
individuals(Adubato, 201k This does not mean that eyeneelsemuststop watching sports
Furthermore, a closer | ook at Richardsonos
interpretation bias unfortunately common in radical feminist stances against stigmatized sexual
practices. One of the sources idwdy thatevaluated the success of gender inequity intervention
programs worldwidén which successful outcomes were measured by evaluating the treatment of
children, rates of STIs, use of condoms, communication with spouses, argpegid physical
andsexual violenceénot the use of pornography (
Richardson focused on the harm of exposing young children to pornography and mehtitned
US studies found that consistentinority of female partners of maleregular
pornography users find it damaging both for their relationships and themselves. They see
their male partnersé pornography use as a
less desirable, and describe other negative effects on theirnshafis, sex lives and
themselvegFlood, 2009, p. 39394).
The informatiorpresentedhere is that for a minority of individuals, pornography seems to have a
negative effect on the relationship, specific
not mean that pornography can be generalized as harmful to all. The final source is a men's
movement website, mensmovement.com. A search of the website for articles containing the
wor ds ., of figrom noo garnadp hitypr ost i t ut i on o turncaway fomno r e c «
either.There is nalefinitive evidence of a causal link between pornography and violence,
Ri chardsonés praise of those who do not buy s
who do.

Thankfully, sex robot usestigma was not encouraged across all samplasyacademic

authorsavoided stigmatizing language, aeekensomeonline authorscively criticizedthe
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shaning of sex robt/doll users, urging readeas effort to be more understanding of sexual desires

that do not match our own:
If many (not all) of us are toleraot dildos and Fleshlights even if, like me, you find
such items iHinducingi is this not already a basis to accept sex robhotsPabaiit
accepting other peopleds choices to do wha
satisfaction, without worry of stigma or s
any more than using contemporary sex toydsa, 2014).

Unfortunately, ach direct calls toeaders to avoid stigmatization were few and far between

amongst online articles.
Inherent Harm and Causality
The belief that certain sexual practicesiaterenly harnful andcan encourage violent
or sexist acts asone of themost common radical feminist discourses to emerge from sex robot
representationg hough theseliscourses wergare in the academic sample, they were common
in antirobotandantisex workonline news articlegossibly indicating that media practitioners
are choosing to only represent academic arguments that further their personal @féenlas.
these claims where unsupported, or built from questionable interpretations of sources.
In online articles especially,any authors used quotes with slippery sloarratives of
causality without providing angeal evidence
6éthis robot thing |l ooks very similar to p
pornography it sort of detaches them from
t hat wi t h He fears thaturealestic se @olls will increase, not lower, demand
for human prostitution and embolden men to act out violent fantasies. (David Gamboa of
Elijah Rising? in Dart, 2018)
We have seen the progression as sex buyers go from pornograplyy ¢tubs to
purchasing sek robot brothels will ultimately harm men, their understanding of healthy

sexuality and increase the demand for the prostitution and sexual exploitation of women
and children Elijah Rising wrote in its petition (Lozano, 2018).

10 Christian antisextrafficking and antipornography group
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The feminists said that the dolls allowed usensléy out their violent fantasies
leading them to believe such things are possible with real wonviémthe dolls often
having ‘pornography’ like physical features the [feminist] groups argue that thdyemay
contributing to a 'sexualised and degrading attitude to women'. (Vincent, 2019).
These quotes associate sex robots to other sexual behaviours with established negative
connotationssuch as pornograpltandsex work and make bold claims about theannections
to each other and thesffect on mensimilar to those made by radical feminidtss important
that authors critically asses these tenuous clasrisere ii0 evidenceyet thatsuppors that any
behavioumwith sex robots, good or bad, will be translated to humBms.use of pornography as
an example to support these predictions is especially unfounded. As previously meationed
causalink between pornography and sexual violence has yet follgesuppoted by research
(Ferguson & Hartley, 200%;ehmiller, 2018) Links between viewing porma sexual violence
have only been found in a minority of individuals who have a predisposition to violence to begin
with (Fisher et al., 2013; Kingston et al., 2009)fact, large scale analyses in many countries
have demonstrated associations between increased availability and consumption of pornography
and a decline in incidences of rape and sexual aggression (Ferguson & Hartley, 2009). Today,
the internet has magmrnography more easily available than ever before, yet sexual assault
rates are not increasing to match this availability (Ferguson & Hartley; 2009). Furthermore,
research has demonstrated that pornography users held more positive attitudes towards women
the workplace, women in powend abortionin comparison to nepornography users,
contradicting radical feminist beliefs that pornography encourages sartswbjectification
(Kohut et al., 201p By presenting these quotes with@esknowledginghe limits of current
research on the negative effects of porn, and the lack of necessary evidence to determine a causal

relationship between pornography and violenice,authors contribute giigmatization and

marginalization The explicitand implicit associations to sex work also promote the belief that

104



sex work encourages violence, which stigmatizes clients and ultimately detracts from
conversations of how stigma and law contriltoteex work violencéArmstrong, 2019Benoit
et al., 2@8; Lowman,200Q Sallmann, 2010
As mentioned, thdiscourse of causalitwasless common amongst academics. Even
Sparrow (2017)who finds the argument théatr a p i modpaiscosi@éleadmento rape real
women ¢ onvi ntleai mamgy otheambopie hasve fadund much .#478)ss soo0 (p
Richardson{2016a ;2016bhowever doesuse causality arguments. Givérat Richardsorand
other feminists makingimilar argumentsverecommonlyreferredto in online articleqe.g.
O6 Nei | , 20 litis nec€ssary to biddlkesd downln their piece, Richardson argues
that sex robots will causan increase in sex work, which they conflate with sex trafficking:
The facts of prostitution adisturbing where violence and human trafficking are
frequently interconnected. Moreover the industry is extensive and a recent European
Uni on survey foundéprostitution -#2as a gl ob
million people worldwide, of which 90% exdependent on a procurer. 75% of them are
between 13 and 25 years old. (Richardson 2016a, p.290)
Levy also proposes that sex robots could help to repiastitution. However, studies
have found that the introduction wéw technology supports and cohtries to the
expansion of theex industry. There are more women are employed by thadestry
than any other time in history. Prostitution gganography production also rises with
the growth of the interneln 1990, 5.6 per cent of men reported payior sex in their
lifetime, by 2000, this had increased to 8.8 per cent. (Richardson, 2016a, p. 291)
Ri chardsondés statements that technology contr
vague. The definit i onsisdhklinkle®eenthengdbwtsdfthey 6 i s un
internet and thaumberof women employed by the sex industry and amount of men reporting
paying for sexWe know little of how this information is connected to each other. Increases in
numbers could simply be a resultioiprovedpsychometrics. There is also no direct sources

attributed to the statement thistudies have found that the introductiomefv technology

supports and contributes to thepansion of theex industrgp  a n dincleat whetlsethe
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reportedstatistics are on consensual sex work, sex trafficking, or betthe source from which
they are taken from consider victims or trafficking as prostitutes. Also, Richardsonarkis

wide statistics whiclnclude daafrom varioussociogeograpical locations, whascultural and
political contexts may play an important role in the experience and construction of sex workers
Again, theclaim of causalitybetweersex work, pornography, and trafficking is weaved with

very little data to support it.

The conflation of sex work and sex traffickiagd the use of sex trafficking statistics to
portray sex work in a negative ligistacommontacticamongstadical feministgBelak &

Bennett, 2016; Bernstein, 201Rarley, 2004MacKinnon,2011, Weitzer, 2005a This
conflation is incredibly problematizecause ihot only misrepresents sex work, buadgtively
impacts sex workers and trafficked individuglsa negative wayCanadian sex workers and
advocates stress that confounding sex worktiafticking is harmful because discourags
nonttrafficked sex workers from reporting instances of violence, slséerworkers from getting
needed support from friends and coworkers, falsely repeseEnexperiences of racialized and
indigenous sex arkers, anchamperghe conviction of actual casesadercion (Belak &
Bennett, 2016).

Equally problematic is the construction of robot/doll sex as an enactment of immoral
fantasiesThe act is presented as wrong by its very nature, regardless of wiaetjibte harm
happens, which emboldens claims about the motivations of sex robot/doll users

There is nothing less erotic than someone believing or insisting that whatever else might

be going on in devéeheifil pdo g theyStdl hagerthe dt h i

right to have t hTepeopldwhe are atlacted © thel ideof sere t .

robots are the people who look at women and sex in this wé@rr, 2016).

0The danger of sex robots I|ies in what

some respects, become a redlity reality where the human (male) user is expected to
turn on his woman robot companion for his own, lone, pleasurd think most of us
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woul d agree that this is very far from a h
from the Campaign against Sex Robots, in Hanson, 2015).

There are already motkan a dozefrobot] brothelsn major cities where men can

engage in their sex fantasiescluding activities so extreme that human prostitutes

refuse to participate (Banzhaf, 2019).

With very little knowledge of the technology and no engagementagttiel users,
people are quick to construct robot/doll sex in the exact way that radical feminists have
constructed pornography and sex wankierentlydeviant, especially when practiced or
fantasizedbymerRadi cal f emi ni st s icareabttasedevaythate nds f an't
womenos f an(tbBchaelss ,arl9 &id)t. I f a meomatve, theg nt asi e
are believed to mirror his violent and distasteful nature, and posgéntgatet (Echols,
1983).Research actuallgemonstrates that both men and women have fantasies of submission
and dominationJoyal, 2015). However, in radical feminist discourse,me n 6 s f ant asi es
subjected to the same debasing Idggcause their sexuality is constructed as a binary dpposi
tame, controlled, emotionéEchols, 1983)This discourse is incredibly stigmatizing in that it
stereotypes a sexual act or fantasy with no regard to the personality, motivations, or actual
actions of the person who engages in the activity. For examgplevidence, example, or
explanation is given to support Banzhafods (20
to engage in fantasies so Aextremeodo that sex
accompani ed by t he ofsoboabrothetseexist, a dlahmahat extahsive e n s 0
research fails to support. For an informed reader, these statements are easily dismissed as either
hyperbolic or pure fabrication; something that may not be obvious to the average internet
browser.

There is a trend faritics of sex robotdo assume that consumers are attracted to sex

robots for their ability to reproduce n@onsensual sexual interactgmithout considering



other possible reasorSimilar statements about sex work have been rhgaadical feminists
who have saidex work can never be consensual and is a form of serialstaggestinghat sex
work clients are attracted to n@onsensual encounteand are essentially rapigesg.
Mackinnon, 201). However, there are many reasons why a person may want to experiment with
a sex robot: erhaps the user has a specific fetish for robots or objects, wants to improve their
sexual skills, is using the robot for therapeutic reasons, or to overcome sexfuattiys.
Perhaps users simply want to spice up their s
JamesandBent | ey 6s (2018) qualitative questionnair
sex, difficulties with real relationships, masturbataiy, mental health, and photography to be
the main motivations for doll ownership, and the inability to respond was one of the most
reported cons of the dolls. Additionally, as previously mentioned, people who use dolls engage
in romantic, caring, and eratheticactivities Ooring & Pdschl, 2018;.angcastedames &
Bentley, 2018)Sex doll research does not indicate that the reproduction of sexually violent
fantasies is a generalizable motivation for use, and there is such scarce research on the
demographids of the population that desires sexual relationships with sex robots specifically that
it is highly inappropriate to simply assume that motivations are rooted in madice typically
the case with sexual minoritigbe nuance, complexity,and morpfle ct r um al | owed t o
sexual a oo alowedwthesexaollirobot use (Rubin, 19849)r sex robot critics,ex
robots seem to only exist at the extreme of a moral/immoral sex binary.
Even if some individuals use sex robotste pr odu c e @ un ntesrtellsiumg f ant
very little about the morality of these individuals. Assuming that sex robots remasentent,
robot/doll sexisnot s ex wi t holan omahye rii birpienrgsdn fedo to a f

actually m&e the fantasy real. A school girl costume makeateache/student fantasfeel
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more realisticbut it does not actualize an illegal student/professor sexual interaction.
Representations of sex robotsamti sex robot academic and online nastsclesreproduce
radical feminist constructions of male fantasies as baseshlity (Echols, 1983)Fantasies are

misconstrue@nd useds evidence of the sexual selfishness andemopathetic nature of men.

Thisis an incrediblynarrow understanding of sexdahtasy Almost everyone has sexual

fantasies, which are widely diverse, and vary in functi@n(iller, 2018). Theyare used for
arousal, reducing sexual anxiety, expigmontraditional gender and sex roles, and can even

provide selprotective functons(Birnbaum et al., 2012)ndividuals primed to feel anxious or

insecure are more likely to fantasize about emotioAtesssex compared to individuals primed

to feel secure, demonstrating that they can be used as a tool to prevent further ehsotional

(Birnbaum et al., 2012Research contradicts the radical feminist construct that sexual fantasies

arerepresentative akatlife desires l(ehmiller, 2018) For example, though fantasies about

forced sex are common among women%3%), this does not indicate a desire to be assaulted

and is found to be associated with frequent consensual fantasies andpernaiss (Bivona &

Critelli, 2009; Bivona et al.,@12).Similarly, most men and women in relationships fantasize

about someone else thanithgartner, but this does not indicate that they have a real desire to

cheat or that they will cheatlicks & Leitenberg, 2001)lhis is not to say that it is impobe

for sexual fantasies to develop into obsessions, and that some individuals may try to carry out

fantasies in real life. Psychologists stress that when problematizing fantasies, emphasis should be

put on effect rather than contddbyal, et al., 2019ndividuals should be given the tools and
resources to recognize and seek help for problematic fantasiesb&huags shame, guilt, and
ostracization, talimited perspectiven fantasy promoted by radical feminist discouras very

little to offerindvi dual s with Afringed fantasies,

n

e
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defining people by their fantasies, an open minded;stigmatizing dialogue could be used to
help people navigate conflicting fantasies.
Sex Worker Victimization and Disposability

Though many of the online news articles and some of the academic litéeature
Richardson 2016a, 2016b; Sparrow, 204&je lacking sex positive perspectivasignificant
portion of theacademidextsdid use what can be identified as sesifige framework when
discussing sex robots: sex robatxe not constructed as inherently harmful, egxamples of
possible advantages and disadvantagaeprovided andthe need for greateesearctwas
emphasizedRather than makingoncluding statements on the morality of sex rokaithors
prioritized the role of design, distribution, and education in creating positive oet ¢ey.
Danaher, 2017D0dring & Posch) 2018 Sullins, 2012)Unfortunately, his balanced approach
waspeculiarly lacking in conversations about sex work. Acnosstsex robotacademidexts
sex workwas constructed as inherently harmful, and a phenomenon which needs to be
eradicatedevenwhen thesg¢extswere sex positive towards robofhe constructiomf sex work
as inherently harmfubkirathemunsurprising when coming from asstex robot and ansex work
authors sucls Richardson (2016a; 2016blt isintriguing when found irotherwise neutral
articles or by seemingly sex positive authémsnany texts that speak positively about sex
robots,the technological displacement of sex workerré&sumed to ba positivesocietal
outcome, and the eradication of sex wiarpresente as a desirable goal:

Robot sex offers a solution to a host of problems associated with the sex trade. Given the

a

rise of incurable STl b&édséand the probl ems
tourism it is likely that we will see an increase in demfamdlternative forms of sexual
expression. In 2050, Amsterdamdés red | ight

who are clean of sexual transmitted diseases, not smuggled in from Eastern Europe and
forced into slavery. Android prostitutes wik lboth aesthetically pleasing and able to
provide guaranteed performance and stimulation (Yeoman & Mars, 2012, p. 366).
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By presenting this imagined future as a positive soluf@oman and Mars (2012pnstruct sex
work as a problem needing to be stopped reinforce stigmatizing narratives about both
workers and clientdNotice once again the failure to distinguish between sex work and sex
trafficking, as well as stereotyping sex workers as STI riddestereotype sex workers are
confronted with reguldy (Bruckert & Chabot, 2014

Later in the text, the possibility that sex workeraybe upset by these changes is
acknowedged, but the issue is quickly dismissed to further praise a new world free of human sex
work while furtherstereotypinglients adiarsand cheaters.

The only social issues surrounding the club is the resistance from human sex workers
who say they candt compete on price and qu

their shop windows. Al Il in all, them regene
about the success of the nbreedof sex workerEven clients feel guilt free as they
havenét had sex with a real person and the

(Yeoman & Mars, 2012, p. 367).
As has been discussed in this text, the construof sex workers as victimend clients as
deviantss heavily promoted by radical feminists and is foundatieagrostitutionlaws that
criminalize clientgBelak & Bennett, 2018ernstein 2010, 201Bruckert, 2015Purisin, et
al., 2018 Farley, D04; MacKinnon,2011).By contriluting to these constructiontfiese authors
(perhaps unknowingly) reaffirm ideologies at the root of criminalizing legal models that have
been shown to fail to protect sex workers, have negative impacts olviéinod and
wellbeing, and increase violence by driving the market undergr&eidi( & Bennett, 2016;
Benoit et al., 2014; Bruckert, 201Bruckert & Hannem, 2013urisin, et al., 2018Ka Hon
Chu & Glass, 201X r ¢esal., 2018 These narrativegareductiveand insufficient
representations of the expressed complex realities of sex workers and sex work clients.

Even Levy, who has gorie great lengthso rationalize the purchase of sexhis book,

seems to havaccepédthe construction of sexavk as inherently harmfudy supporing the
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technological displacement of sex workdrsough Levy (2007b) briefly mentions that sex
workers may suffer from sex robot popularizatiomtrying to convince the reader of the benefits

of sex robots, the complexity of sex work and the serious problems of current sex wark law

discounted
tis common perception that prostitution 1is
because it is seen inter alia, as degradin
prostitutes can only be a dédgood aticiommdé, be

the numbers who ply their trade (Levy, 2007b, p.5).
With a robot prostitute, the control of disease is im@igtmply remove the active parts
and put them in the didiecting machiné Certainly, there are some questions to be
answered byhe lawmakers of the future regarding robot prostitution. Should it be illegal
to have a bevy of robot prostitutes (a robot brothel)? Why should it be, since all current
| aws apply only (Levy 20078300 )pr ost i t ut es?0
This is perhaps the modangerous discourse to emerge fithisex robot literature. By
portraying the reduction or elimination of sex work as a positive outcamaehyfailing to fully
engage with théegal complexitie®r consequenced sex work displacemerabolitionist
discourses asex work asnherently harmfubreimplicitly reinforced. This undermines ongoing
efforts of sex workers tmmprove sex work law, ignordbe expresserkalitiesof sex workers
fuelsnarratives of vidtmization,reinforces client stereotypes, and suppdidsriminatory laws
Positively representing the eradication of sex work is especially insidious when done by
authors who seemingly promote sexual openness and pgsheity little, if any, consideation
is given to what consequences technological displacecoaltt have on the lives of sex workers
(or clients for that matterJailing to question the impact of technological displacement on the
incomes, livelihood, and safety of sex workers devatlueis work. Worsepresenting sex

workers as so easily replaceable reindsicdiscourse otex worker disposability that has been

found to encourageéiolence against sexorkers Lowman, 2000)By assuming their
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interchangeability, these statements afsaalize relationships between sex workers and clients,
and relationships between sex robot/dolls and their users
Missing Perspectives
The trivialization of the realities of sex workers, sex clients, and sex robot/dolligsers
further exacerbatedby theexclusion otthesepopulationsgn the samplesiVhen analyzing both
samplesit was clear thasex workand sex robdtioll usewasdiscusseds atheoretical
phenomenomather tharpractices involvingrery real peopleSex workers sexwork clients and
sex robot/doluserswererarely, if everdirectlyincluded in the literaturélhe a&ademic articles
in my samplegspecially failed toncludediverseperspectives fronworkers, who were
surprisingly more heavily featured in tbeline media sampl&his may becaused by the larger
sample sizef theonline articleshowevermy extensive scan of the academic literature on sex
robotshasnot produced any research that directly includes sex workers (through interviews or
direct quotes). This is not to say that no such research exists, but if it does, it is scarce.
In the online news sample, orflye articles featured the opinions of sex workarsex
work advocatesn sex robotsSex workersentimentowards sex robots rangeaiin enthusiasm
to concern. Some sex workers expressed excitement for the new technology, looked forward to
including it intotheir work, or simply did not feel thatébuld threatethuman services:
As an honesto-goodness, fleshndblood, cougaific cuddle queen | am very excited
about the addition of sexot playtime and remote interaction options at the brostella
Renée, employee at Cathouse, a Nevada br&bbitzki, 2019).
|l 6m not really bothered by it. Sex toys ha
come in for the human interaction. (Lisa Graogployee at Cathousepbitzki, 2019)
The therapeuticvaes of it could be amazing, 06 Davis s
them as competition. #Altodés | i ke a massage

to feel real, theydre not, and therebés no

They canét respond t o t he(Susandavisyascousef wh at
sex worker and advocat@reen, 2018).
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Otherswere against sex robots/dolls, fearing tina&ty could encourage potential clients to treat

them as objects:
| feel sex dollbrothels support the idea that sex workers are mere objects, devoid of
agency, to be used and abused by their pat
Ranch, a Nevada brothel; fiNevada brothel w
Sex dollbrothels encourage disrespect toward women and promote a lack of empathy in
sexual i nteractions (Red Diamonds, empl oye
fight back against sex robots, o 2018)

These statements are especially interestiniatthey are reminiscemf the statements made

against sex worHt is understandable that sex workers would have concerns about the impact of

the development of sex robots on their livelihood, and given this, it is important that their

perspectives are heafdeverthelessit remains essentigihatsuchperspectives continue to be

critically evaluated. Even perspectives from sexual minorities can be misinformed and can

encourage stigma, discrimination and unsupported criminalizatiother sexual minorities$f

sex workers were to actively stand against sex robots, it may give sex robstoatie

motivation to push for bans and/or criminalization. Just asveek abolitionistscherrypicked

violent storiesof sexworind use Ar ef or mandecliestsetRoseoppikkgeor s t o

ban sex robots magpke advantage @nti-sex roboperspectivesrom sex workerso push their

agendagBernstein, 2012; Bruckert, 201&han, 2018. As is often the case with sexual stigma

and discrimination, the negativergequences of argex robot talk and law will likely most

affect disenfranchised groufisulick, 2005;Fischeret al.,2002 Van Brunschot, 2008)
These small fragments of sex worker perspectwvesot nearlyenough to make any

conclusions about the threat of sex robots to sex wqorkangever, tkey highlight that sex

workersclearlyview themselves as implicatdg the issueGiven the reoccurrinffaming of sex

robots as fAposi ti v,seaxwakeraesoluely heed/tebmclutdedin s e x wor k

114



impendinglegislation and case lawhere is a seriolisunsettling tendency to exclude sex
workers from researcéind legadecisionspolicy decisionsand debatethat concern them
(Bruckert, 2015Clamen etal., 2013 Lowman, 2013Mathieu, 2003 One sex work advocate
was hopeful about thgotentialthatsex robot brothelwould open up conversations about
di scrimination: Al think itaél]l open up a bigg
decriminalization will all ow sex workers to w
a f or m Mbnicavrorregtay irslilugerman, 2018bndeed, as sex robots will likely force
us to consider sex laws, they are an excellent opportinigthink sex work law tods hoped
by Monica, the development of sex robots rhaipflip the scripton sex work discriminatign
but only if substantial efforts are made amongst scholarsadih practitioners

Similarly, the exclusion of sex workiehtsand sex robot/doll owneis this
conversation further stigmatizes them as societal outcasts whose desires have anadvalue
whose perspectives hold little weighitese individuals also need platforms to explain their
relationships, desires, and cenns.Richardson (2016a; 2016b) includes a few quatas Eex
work clients, but they are choice sentences presented with little context that further stigmatize
the client® quotes expressing empathy and care for sex wogkerdnveniently excluded.
Levy (2007a; 2007b) does a relatively good job of presenting sex work clients in a neutral way
through literary reviews of research on the motivations and demographics of tligrdses not
speak to them directly, and makes many assumptions about their willingmegkte sex work
with sex robots without any information about their opinions on the issue.

Sex work clients havalsobeen historically left out of research, Imiany sex work
clients feel they could bring an important perspective to sex work policy debates by explaining

their own experiences, which they find often contradict popular dis{itaenmond, 2015

11t



Sanders, 2013Wnfortunately, stigmatization and akaof perceived legitimacy from outsiders
hinders their engagement with social movem@dtsnmond, 2015)n Ha mmondds (2015
interviews, sex work clients explained thatytveewed theimparticipation in researcisan
opportunity to have their voices hdachangegublic perception, and provide meaningful
contributions. Clearly, sex work clientgant to be includeth the conversation and, as criminals
under the lawresearch may be a safer way for them to do so. Sex work Olentpectives
would be epecially valuable in helping us form educated predictions concerning the
technological displacement of sex workers.
Conclusion

The goal of this study was to consider the construction of sex work in sex robot
representations and how these representations reproduce or challenge sex and gender norms,
radical feminist discourses, and sex work stigma. Through the use of discoursesaradya sex
positive theoretical framework, | hoped to contribute to the sparse literature on sex robots by
critically considering the consequences of the surfacing discourses in this emergiridyfield.
analysis revealed that in the academic literatnceanline news media, sex robots are being
constructed as sex work through the use of specific terms and associdiesesonstructions
are problematic because they fail to capture the complexity of sex wiidsetr and sex robet
sex robot user dynansg@ a complexity that we must understand in oraeehsure the
production and development of sex robots and supporting laws that can undo restrictive sex and
gender norms, dismantle sexual stigma, and protect sex workers.

My findings also demonstrated thmtiny sex robot representations reproduced sex and
gender norms and sex work stigma, often through the use of radical feminist discourses. Mainly,

that certain sexual practices are inherently harmful, that certain sexual practices encourage
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sexism and via@nce and that male and female sexuality is fundamentally different, with male
sexuality being gener al | yoTmeserdiscoursdenteroatdated h a r mf
sex and gender norms asiigmatize sex robots and their usé@scausef the comistent
parallel and comparison between sex robots and sex work, these disatsodesctly and
indirectly serve to further stigmatize sex workers and their clients. This is worsened by a failure
to includeopinions fromsex workerssex work clientsand sex robdtloll usersnto the
conversationOnly a very small percentage of my sample included personal experiences from
concerned populationghich is concerning given how these are the individuals who will likely
be most affected by the developmehtex robots and sex robot brothels.

Interesting to my findings were differences between online and academic articles.
Overall, nhstances of stigma and stereotypesmed mosxtreme in online media articles
Online articles were more direct and obvidigzause they often reinforced stigma and
stereotypes directlhroughthe use omockery, insulting terms, and vivid imagefhis was
uncommon iracademic articlewho likely gain more from presenting what they feel is an
unbiased or neutralerspective. However, the media sample was better at including perspectives
from sex workers than the academic sample, in which there were none.

Though some of these findings were disconcertimgfindings also offered hope that
these representations da@ shifted irasex positivedirectionas many authonmade significant
efforts topresent balancesrguments, use gender neutral and inclusive language, and refrained
from making assumptions about individual 6s se
spoke outright about the need to accept sexual divet$igydevelopment of sex robots is a great
opportunity to challenge our ideas of gender norms, sexual scriptdisamaintlesexual stigma.

Instead of contributing to the reproduction of stigma, EsBand journalists have an



opportunity to begin a conversatiabouthow sex robots can be designed, distributed, and used
to improve our attitudes towasdyender, sex, relationships, and sex work. Sex workersj@&x
clients,andsex robotdoll usersmustbe included into this conversatiddnline news writers

should exemplifyacademics who use more gender inclusive language, do not stigmatize or
stereotype, and present more balanced argumehii® academics can learn from journalists

who have madef@rts to include sex workers into tlsenversation.

Limitations and Future Directions

Of coursethis study was not withouitmitations Though my samples were similar in
terms ofvolume(amount of textandrepresetation (thereexists more serobot news articles
than academic articleghere was still mimportantdifference in terms of number of articles in
each sample, and both samples were much smaller than the sample DéeddpgndPoeschl
(2019). Furthermore, with a limited sampleoniline articles, it is difficult to determine how
representative the sample is, especially given the abundance of newly published articles on the
web every dayHowever, | believe that these samples provided me with enough material to
highlight some of thenost problematic discourses emerging from sex robot representatitns
the goal of cueing other writers and scholars into some of these patterns.

Though research finds thatademic research and newsdiahas historically influenced
stigmatizingbeliefs aboutsex work, gven themethod used in my projedt is difficult to know
whether sex robot representati@pecificallyimpactindividual beliefs about sex work.
Therefore, theiseof experimental designkatcompare attitudes towardender norms, sex
norms andex work before and after exposure to sex robot metdig be especially insightful

One interesting outcon@mmenot from my analysis but from the selectiorsampls.

Unfortunately, | was unabk®e identify any particularly interesting discourses emerging from
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Canadian articlesand this is likely a limitation of my design which did not allow for a true
comparison between American and Canadian articles. Howewaicedthat Canadian news

sites poduced dramaticallfewersearch results on the topic of sex robots than American news
sites.The Toronto Star and Toronto Swere exceptionafeatuing substantially moreex robot
articlesthantheir Canadian counterpar{sossiblybecaus@ecentopening and closing of sex

doll brothels in Torontdas had aignificantimpact on the citylt is also possible that the list of
Canadian websites | developed through my research featuredibesvihat were less likely to
report on this spedd subjectHowever given the current struggle in Canada over sex work law
the lack of available media on sex robots was concerSiggworkers already lament that

current Canadian sex work law ptiteir lives at a greater risk, further stigmatizes disdredits
them, and makes their livelihood and work more difficult. Considering this, Cahad&lbe
especially careful that the development and distribution of sex robots does not further
marginalize sex workemnd use this opportunitp reconsideand renegotiate sex work laws.
Bearing in mindhis legal contextresearch on emerging sex robot discourses in Canada may be
especially insightful. Future researchers should also consider using surveys or interviews to ask
Canadiarsex workers and sex work clierabouttheir feelingsonthe issue. Of coursender

current laws sex workers and clients may be reluctant to participetgresearchers should take
great care to ensuparticipantanonymity and safety.

On this same notéyrtherresearch is needed to understand who would use sex robots and
if they wouldusethemas a form of HAreplacemento for sex
possibly illuminate researchers to the motivationseof doll and potential sex robot usgrs
way that cannot be captured with surveys. Researchers will néedeimpathetic tthe stigma

against sex dallobotusers and ensure that their reseaw@ésnot further stigmatizer



marginalizethesegroups. Research on sexork clients, and whether they would consider
Aswitchi ngomayasaslginformwhdiherses robot policieshould be developed
with the technological displacement of searkers in mind Again, tis will be difficult given

that sexwork clients are criminalized and stigmatizdéut with proper ethics of care, the results
of thisresearch codl be quite rewarding for both researchers and participants.

The field of sex robots only beginning to emerge, making it the perfect opportunity for
researchersscholars, and media authors to centre destigmatizing narratives and peacemaking
efforts. Determining whether sex robots willly cause harm is near impossibiéforts would
be bestlirected towardsnotivatingdevelopers to make varied and inclusive robots, and on
policy and legal bodies to seriously consider how they can ensure sex worker safety and
livelihood through sex robot popularization. My hope is that my research can inspire future
authors to be moraclusive in their work and reach out to sex workers, sex clients, and sex
doll/robot usergo help ensure thaheir perspectiveareheard, their needs valued, and their

rights respected.
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Appendix A: Figures

Figure 1. Vaucanson'®efecating Duck. Retrieved from https://www.anfrix.com/2007/06/construye

la-vida-la-increible-obra-de-jacquesde-vaucansoh

R

Figure 3. Hasbro's Baby .
Apees, 0 and fApoops. o
https://babyalive.hasbro.com/en
us/product/babyalive-happyhungrybaby
blackstraight-hair-doll:6 AEES8BB7#3D39%
48FE-989F53E629504448

Figure 2. Sybian sex toy. Featuring a
motorized mountable rod onto which
attachments can h@aced. Retrieved from:
https://www.yourlifestyle.eu/sybian.html
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Figure 4. AfJdudy Inflatable Friend available on Ebay

for $19.99USDRetrieved from
offered by RealDoll. Retrieved from
https://www.realdoll.com/product/viole2-0/

Figure 6. Harmon¥; RealDoll's first sex robot: feature

a robotic head and accompanying A.l. application. Figure 7. Solanax, RealDoll's newest se
Retrieved from robot. Retrieved from
https://www.realdoll.com/product/harmosxy https://www.realdoll.com/product/soland
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