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“Pros” K Links
The affirmative’s reference to “pros” is a crude joke that perpetuates the patriarchal mentality. The telling of sexual jokes is the equivalent of a male attack and female submission.
Legman 06(Gershon Legman, American social critic, 2006, “Rationale of the Dirty Joke: An Analysis of Sexual Humor” p. 217-218)
One fact strikingly evident in any collection of modern sexual folklore, whether jokes, limericks, ballads, printed ‘novelties,’ or whatnot, is that this  material has all been created by men, and that there is no place in it for women except as the butt. It is not just so preponderant an amount of the material is grossly anti-woman in tendency and intent, but also that the situations presented almost completely lack any protagonist position in which a woman can identify herself – as a woman – without any human gratification or pride. No one at all conversant with ordinary life today, especially in the Anglo-Saxon Western world, can be ignorant of the fact that women tell dirty jokes, and can listen to them – if they will listen at all (many will not) – without the slightest apparent shock, however crude the languages or images presented. On women who themselves tell dirty jokes see the very incisive paragraph, headed “Four-Letter Worlds,” by Dr. Theodor Reik, quoted in Series Two at the end of Section II.11.4, in the chapter on Prostitution, as to such women’s unconscious and hostile and hostile attempt to parody or impersonate men – as they imagine them to be – by such verbal means. Nevertheless, there is generally a noticeable slackening off, ,in the presence of women listeners, of those jokes concentrating mainly on insulting generalizations, or even more insulting particularities, concerning the odor or size of female genitals, and other unmistakable affronts to the woman listener. Certain women, of the most obvious castratory and reclamatory type, actually specialize in telling horrible and insulting anti-woman jokes, in the same way that Jews have often been observed (as by Freud, during the broadly anti-Semitic period of the Dreyfus Trial and the rest of the prologue to World War I in Europe) to be uncontrollably given to telling anti-Semitic jokes; or Negroes – at the present embattled moment of their struggle for social equality in the white host-nations, particularly in America, where they find themselves exiled – who affect the telling of Negro-White jokes. (See, for a group of these, and a rather poor analysis, D. J. Bennett’s “The Psychological Meaning of Anti-Negro Jokes,” in Fact, New York, March 1964, vol. 1, no. 2: p. 53-9.) Most jokes of this type told by Negroes are, in any case, virulently anti-white. As noted in the Introduction, it cannot, of course, be overlooked that the telling of sexual jokes to women by men is certainly and inevitably a preliminary sexual relation and represents a definite sexual approach, just as listening to (or telling) such jokes by women implies a readiness or acceptance for such an approach. The telling of jokes in company also assists in this, since the permissive group often present at joke-telling sessions also allows of a much greater sexual denudation of all concerned than a woman might permit to a more or less strange man alone. When the group or party then breaks up into the usual twosomes, it is more difficult for the woman to backtrack to a shocked or virginal pose of sexual refusal. A refusal at that point cannot be couched in moral terms and must be based on a more insulting personal rejection, which is not always easy to negotiate. Both sexes count on this contractational value of public sexual discussion or humor in making easier the male ‘attack’ and female ‘submission,’ if the whole thing has not been achieved in some satisfactory symbolic way during the joke-telling itself. In this latter sense, the persistent anti-woman tone of so many jokes may be considered to serve the neurotic homosexual need implied in the rejection of the woman, but difficult for men operating under the virile ideas of this culture to express publically in any other way than a joke.
Using “pros” as a prostitute/professional pun obscures real problems in the sex trade and is an attack on women.
Clarke 04(D.A. Clarke, feminist essayist and activist, 2004, “Not For Sale: Feminists Resisting Prostitution and Pornography” p. 156)
Prostitution, so the weary old cliché goes, is ‘the oldest profession’. Many feminists, decade after decade, have protested that pimping, not prostitution, is the ‘profession’; in prostitution, the management class is made up of pimps and madams, and the ‘girls’ are lowly line workers, garnering none of the benefits we associate with ‘professional’ status. Most do not earn high wages; most have no health benefits; as a group, prostitutes certainly do not enjoy the respect accorded to ‘professionals’ such as engineers, doctors, lawyers. (To describe prostitution as a ‘profession’ not only obscures the class and race stratification that characterizes the sex trade; it casts and implicit slur on all legitimate professions to which women may aspire.)
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