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The emphasis on human fallenness spilled over into At;gustir;e’s ﬁndeﬁ-
standing of human sexuality. The effects of the Fall are present in sexual
activity in two ways, he maintained.

~First, sexual intercourse is the transmitter not only of life from one genera-
tion to the next, but also of original sin. Second, because of its unavoidable
m to compulsiveness:;m
;£ Even limiting the practice of the sex act to the boundaries of
. marriage could not free it from this bondage to lust. In this way Augustine’s
?.view coincided with a quite literal interpretation of the cry of the Psalmist, “in
8in did my mother conceive me” (Ps. 51:5 KJV). At best, marriage was useful as
+A.way of channeling passion toward a useful end, procreation.
?1; Despite this pessimistic attitude toward sexuality, stine ‘ a
SPositive understanding of marriage, The union of husband and wife could
; i d. The goodness of marriage came about in three
fulness of the spouses to eac -
X ~ LERRTN S7 0 ¥
;Qﬂlcmaﬁmandihc_edhsaﬁmﬂchﬂdm(pmlemandﬂmgm}m@;nen—
~tal importance of marriage as a sign of the grace of God (sacramentum ).’

ey, 2 Erten 3 XV =Xvj

¥

i

,ﬁ The Puritans moved the Reformation unde;-standin to a climax, exalting
xmarriage, just as the Middle Ages had elevated celibacy.!! They viewed sexual
?E&Cﬁﬂmaﬁ_nmm_tban@_@ysical drive, for it was an expression of deep love, the

W

glove that is to exist between Christian spouses. As a result, the Puritans did

;. 1ot limit the function of e sex act to procreation. Instead they celebrated the
i relational aspect of the marital bond and the attentive care spouses were to_

- —

-glve to one another. Sociologists Diamond and Karlen summarized the impact
of Puritan attitudes in this manner:

The real Puritan revolution was to move the passions of love and sex from
adulterous romances into the marriage bed.!?

e S
(@ l} %@g{ﬁ; / ‘IL% Kf?}? & E B 5 The Puritan viewpoint concerning human sexuality was built on a central
aspect of Puritan theology in general, namely, the concept of covenant. God
had ordained a variety of covenants that are to for?;m human
relationships, the Puritans taught. Among the most significant of these was
the marriage covenant. By placing both marriage and general human social
relationships under the rubric of the covenant, they catapulted marriage and

the family to center stage for the rightly ordered society.
(R3] Glens,

. . T =Xvit]
. If pornography, whether violent or nonviolent, lagds Ry
wople to see women as hypersexual, nondiscriminating, and respongsive

pany form of sexual initiative, then rape victims may lose credibility and '

gomen in general may be viewed and treated with less respect. If sexual
% is made to seem not as a significant life-uniting and love-re-
gwing act, but rather as mprelym;cg'rM?nmulihon of two sets
wf nerve endings, then one person’s sexual intrusion into another ay
feoin to seem a more trivial event. Even immatas/—gﬁle-
Bytion is fictional, it can prime one’s latent cognitions of women as sex
sects (Wyer et al., 1985). In one study, a woman who interviewed men
gho had earlier viewed a sexual or nonsexual videotape could usually tell
%m their behavior (how close they sat, how they looked at her, and so
fxth) which videotape each man had seen (Mohr & Zanna, 1985). Sexually
also distort one’s sexual perceptions by creating vivid
gages that are later readily available in memory (recall from Chapter 4 v
cavailability heuristic). For all these reasons, it seems, pornography

¥rs people’s perceptions of sexual reality.

Susan Brownmiller

Hitler's Germany.”
(1984)

think of the anti-Sem-
itic propaganda in

women, and propa-
erful spur to action—

“Pornography is
propaganda against
ganda is a very pow-

.5/

but have condoned such when women are

€

“Pornography is the
theory and rape the
practice.”

Robin Morgan
(1980, p. 139)

(]
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i

*. Malamuth and Donnerstein are among those alarmed by the increas-

M2

The protection given speech and bress was fashioned to as-

sure unfettered interchange of ideas for the bringing about

of political and social changes desired by the Dpeople.
Roth, 354, U.S. at 484

The dissenting justices sound the alarm of repression. But
in our view, to equate the free and robust exchange of ideas
and political debate with commercial exploitation of obs-
cene material demeans the grand conception of the First

Amendment and its high purposes in the historic struggle
for freedom. ‘

&¢]

g vulnerability of women to rape. Without oversimplifying the complex
Against Our Will: Women and Rape, argues against our toleranc
ographic depictions of Jewish victims being abused by Gentiles, or of

\Guses of rape, they conclude that viewing sexual violence can have anti-
ggressive pornography. Liberal thinkers, she states, would not tolerate

#ocia] effects. Commenting on these results, Susan Brownmiller (1980),

uthor of
he victims of men. Brownmiller calls for an end to this double standard

Racks being abused by whites,

L 2]
[
=

™ a
R 1,

Chief Justice Berger, Miller, 413 U.S. at 34
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