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This is an ethnographic study of a self-regulated Internet site that facilitates illegal 

female prostitution in South Florida. The purpose is to identify the social and economic 

characteristics of the site that can contribute to acceptable prostitution reform. The 

members of the site appear to sustain an orderly and mutually respectful exchange of 

sexual services for money, suggesting that certain social and economic features of this 

form of transaction diminish barriers otherwise present in typical forms of contemporary 

prostitution exchange. The study evaluates the thesis that when commercial sex is 

conducted in an open atmosphere of respect, trust and mutual understanding, within 

certain economic parameters, the beliefs and practices that stigmatize prostitutes and 

prostitution are neutralized. Evidence was generated through extensive observation of an 

online venue that approximates what prostitution would be like if open market exchange 

in sexual labor did exist. These data are supplemented by interviews with participants of 

the online community. Features of mutual respect, trust, and understanding, 
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characteristically absent in traditional prostitution venues, appear to be part of an 

emerging community phenomenon that facilitates prostitution online. Thus, this study 

engages with the larger scholarly position that normalization of sex work is necessary for 

successful prostitution reform. 

This community utilizes a non-legal enforcement mechanism to facilitate 

cooperative exchanges based on establishing trust between participants. At the center of 

the cooperation system is a reputation mechanism that fosters trust between potential 

partners by encouraging participants to post honest reviews of their encounters with each 

other. Understanding the social order as a cooperation game where participants publicly 

signal each other in an attempt to find the most desirable partners explains the mutual 

trust and respect that participants have for each other. Because stigma and disrespect are 

founded on mistrust, this cooperation mechanism is effective in minimizing undesirable 

attitudes, beliefs, and practices that stigmatize and oppress prostitutes. This study 

suggests that prostitution reform acceptable to many feminists is possible. But in order 

for meaningful reform to work in practice, it must be accompanied by regulations 

carefully designed to protect the sexual autonomy of women without stigmatizing 

prostitutes. 
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I. INTRODUCTION 
 
Overview of Problem 

Most feminists agree that successful prostitution reform requires that prostitutes 

be respected by their clients, peers, and the community. Although respect is not the only 

criterion necessary for acceptable reform, many feminists believe that the absence of 

stigma would be a sufficiently fundamental improvement to merit the reconsideration of 

policies that severely restrict prostitution. The aim of this study is to show that certain 

online prostitution venues contribute to acceptable prostitution reform by fostering trust 

and respect between the participants. My hypothesis is that when commercial sex is 

conducted in an open atmosphere of respect and mutual understanding, within certain 

economic parameters, beliefs and practices that stigmatize prostitutes and prostitution are 

potentially neutralized. Therefore, the purpose of this study is to provide evidence that 

prostitution can be facilitated online with trust and respect, identify the social and 

economic variables that contribute to these attitudes, and explain this phenomenon with a 

useful social science model. 

Prostitution refers to two intricately related phenomena: the performance of a 

sexual act for money or material gain, and the stigma attached to devoting one’s talents to 

an unworthy cause. The first characteristic is objective and commodifiable; the second is 

subjective and socially constructed. Selling sex is a paradox under patriarchy. The female 

prostitute is at the same time desired by men for her promiscuity and despised for it. 
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Since she exists to serve the sexual desires of men, one might think she would be 

celebrated by them. But instead she holds one of the most reviled positions in society, 

disdained by both men and women. Not only is the social stigma a burden to her, but it is 

a burden that indirectly restricts the sexual freedom of all women. The prostitute is the 

“bad woman” in a binary system that bestows honor only to women who submit their 

bodies to a single man for free.  

Prostitution as it is currently practiced is often degrading, exploitative, coercive, 

and stigmatizing. In addition, it is often the most economically and racially marginalized 

women who are forced by economic desperation to endure the worst of it. While 

feminists agree that prostitution under these conditions is unacceptable and legal changes 

are necessary to disrupt this type of treatment, there is sharp disagreement about how this 

can be accomplished. Despite the illegality of prostitution in all but several counties in 

Nevada, it is estimated that over 500,000 women living in the United States have worked 

illegally in the multi-billion dollar U.S. sex industry as streetwalkers, hookers, escorts, 

and call girls (Reynolds 5, Meretrix 7, Miller 304). Many question the efficacy of 

existing laws in improving the conditions for prostitutes. Beyond concealing the visible 

aspects of prostitution on the street, there is substantial agreement that existing 

prohibitions make conditions worse for individual prostitutes by placing them outside 

protection of the law and making them more vulnerable to predators, in addition to 

compounding the social stigma against them.  

“It is argued that prostitution is one form of women’s struggle to get paid for 

housework -- by getting paid for the sexual services that all women are expected to give 

for free” (Truong 51). A woman’s sexual power consists of both reproductive and erotic 
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power. The hegemony of patriarchy rests in commandeering these powers. Unlike men 

who gain economic and social power from most of their labor, the erotic and reproductive 

activities of women produce little exchange value for them. Although a woman’s sexual 

powers have traditionally had exchange value among men, these powers are, for the most 

part, forbidden from being used for explicit gain by women themselves. Neither 

reproductive nor erotic power is considered appropriate for legitimate market exchange. 

Although modern technology makes commodification of erotic power and surrogate 

mothering quite feasible, we are reluctant to put a monetary value on these efforts. 

Consequently, because women spend a considerable amount of uncompensated time 

involved in these activities compared to men, they end up with less economic power. 

The stigma of prostitution is a byproduct of the Madonna / whore dichotomy used 

to usurp women’s reproductive power. The effort to control a woman’s reproductive 

power puts her at odds with her erotic power; a woman cannot be both chaste and 

sexually fulfilled – these qualities are mutually exclusive. She must choose between the 

life of the Madonna or the whore: sexual oppression or social outcast. A woman’s 

opportunity cost for choosing to “mother” is the potential value of erotic power she 

forfeits. But patriarchy squelches the social value of erotic power to women by denying it 

legitimate exchange value. Although the motivations for mothering and prostitution are, 

no doubt, quite different (even though many mothers are prostitutes), the physical 

resources for erotic and reproductive labor are surprisingly similar. Both require the same 

sexual endowments; youth is highly valued; both are considered “unskilled” labor; and 

the physical activity is the same. In this way, the resources for mothers and prostitutes 

compete with one another. A woman who chooses to mother forfeits what she could earn 
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as a prostitute. Mothering and reproductive labor (which is priceless) is undervalued 

because its economic substitute (prostitution) is dishonorable, stigmatized, and often 

forbidden.   

Devaluing of reproductive labor is at the core of the inequality between men and 

women. The responsibilities of child rearing and mothering occur at a crucial time in the 

career of a professional woman who must leave the paid workforce to have children. 

Economic opportunities lost to mothers are often forfeited to men. The inability for 

women to prosper from the time and effort of reproductive labor and mothering puts them 

at an economic disadvantage compared to men who do not have the burden of this 

uncompensated responsibility. 

Criminalizing prostitution institutionalizes the “good girl/bad girl” dichotomy. 

Prostitution as a clandestine activity supports patriarchy. It fosters a belief that promotes 

a double sexual standard, proscribing the sexual freedom of women. Promiscuous activity 

of women is immoral under patriarchy because it undermines roles of a good wife and 

mother (Schwarzenbach 118). While the physical act of sex-for-money is not necessarily 

any different than sex in any other context between consenting adults, it is still 

considered dishonorable. It is not intrinsically immoral (such as murder), harmful (such 

as smoking), exploitative (such as wage labor), or oppressive (such as slavery). What is 

“wrong” with prostitution is not the physical act, but what it means—its social 

implications. Prostitution as an overt activity threatens the status quo. Acknowledging it 

as a legitimate occupation would diminish its stigma. According to many, 

“[d]ecriminalizing sex work supports the aim to break the power of patriarchy to divide 
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[women] into good girls and bad girls. For not being able to divide [women] into good 

and bad girls can help free [them] from sex role stereotyping” (O’Neill).  

Most feminists agree that the current practice of prostitution symbolizes gender 

inequality and that prostitutes should not be treated as criminals. But there is sharp 

disagreement on whether the prostitute is a passive victim of patriarchy or a potential 

agent of social change, and whether to support prostitutes who want to be acknowledged 

as legitimate laborers. The problem is that individually, prostitution may be liberating for 

some women but may encode “meanings that are harmful to women as a class” (Fraser 

179). While there is substantial agreement that decriminalization would benefit 

prostitutes, feminists are divided on how to decriminalize it, the impact on its 

commodification, and how such a policy might affect the majority of women who are not 

prostitutes. The concern is what increasing commodification of sexual labor would mean 

to women. Many fear that legitimating prostitution will simply make it easier for men to 

gain sexual access to women, and exacerbate an already established practice of sexual 

domination oppressive to women.  

Many contend that this fear would be diminished if the social attitudes and beliefs 

regarding prostitution were neutralized or “normalized” (Kuo 111, Anderson 749). 

Normalizing prostitution involves treating commercial sexual exchanges like other forms 

of personal-service-oriented labor. The first step toward normalization is 

decriminalization so it can be freely exchanged in the market. Gayle Rubin suggests that 

“sex negativity” is a “dangerous, destructive, negative force” in opposition to 

normalization (278). She claims that most “[s]exual acts are burdened with an excess of 

significance” in Western cultures (279), and are particularly derogatory in regard to 
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women. Because of these beliefs, actions that are associated with sex or sexuality are 

unjustly treated with special emphasis and caution. Since, in most cultures, women are 

closely associated with sexual behavior, they are also treated as a “special case” of 

persons. Lenore Kuo writes that “sexuality and reproduction constitute one of the most 

important sources of and focuses of women’s oppression” (Kuo 112). She believes that 

this undue regard contributes to women’s oppression, and efforts to reduce the amount of 

attention given to sexual activities would benefit women. This idea is not new to feminist 

activists. The commitment to normalize women’s sexuality underlies the efforts to de-

mystify women’s bodies, exemplified in feminist works such as Eve Ensler’s The Vagina 

Monologues.  

However, according to many feminists who believe in reform, successful 

prostitution reform requires more than legal measures. Legal reforms must be 

accompanied by changes in attitudes and practices that surround the current practice of 

prostitution. In order for prostitution reform to be successful, attitudes toward sex and 

women must be normalized. Kuo argues that “women will never be normalized until sex 

is normalized, and sex will never be normalized until prostitution is normalized” (2). 

Normalizing prostitution “would involve elimination of both stigma and mystification 

while requiring only that sexual activity be consensual, mutually respectful, and 

demonstrate a genuine concern for the well-being and pleasure of others” (117).   

Unfortunately, what makes sense in theory does not always work in practice. The 

problem is that there is little empirical evidence to support those who advocate 

normalization because decriminalizing prostitution rarely results in free market exchange 

of sexual labor. Since unregulated exchange of sex for money does not exist (because 
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free exchange cannot exist in an environment in which sexual providers are stigmatized), 

no one knows for sure what to expect from a laissez-faire environment, under conditions 

comparable to those under which other personal services are exchanged. Attempts at 

instituting decriminalized prostitution have resulted in “legalized” prostitution, not open 

exchange. While legalized prostitution, as found in state-sponsored brothels, often results 

in some benefit to prostitutes over criminalized regimes, sex workers have little control 

over their working conditions or pay. State-regulated brothels are operated in ways that 

are degrading, humiliating, and exploitative to women. This is evidenced by the fact that 

legalized brothels in the United States have difficulty getting any women to work for 

them. Many prostitutes find the risks of working illegally more attractive than the safety 

of working legally. Although there is almost uniform agreement that the social stigma 

against prostitutes both reflects and reinforces the ideology most responsible for the 

oppression of women under patriarchy, and that criminalization regimes do more harm 

than good to prostitutes, reforming prostitution policy alone has proven unsuccessful.  

The Subjects 

The personal circumstances of prostitutes differ greatly. A woman who has the 

power to choose who she sees, what she will do (or not do), when she works, and how 

much she will charge may see prostitution as a more attractive option than a woman who 

has little control over these variables. Compare a runaway teenager supporting her 

boyfriend’s drug habit, with little choice about who she sees, to the college student 

working from a private condominium, seeing clients through trusted referrals and free to 

refuse any offer (Satz 65). The former has few alternatives, benefiting from only a small 

portion of her earnings, feeling trapped, unhappy and ashamed of how she must live; the 
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latter may earn more than her peers and have a more flexible work schedule. Although 

many contend that no woman could ever “choose” prostitution as a career any more than 

a parent would wish it for his or her daughter, some prostitutes have much more control 

and agency than others. 

Electronic technology has brought prostitution from the margins of society to the 

middle class. The mobility afforded by pagers and cell phones liberated prostitutes from 

brothels, while anonymity and low cost marketing of the Internet emancipated prostitutes 

from pimps and police. These changes have made prostitution a viable option for many 

young, middle class women who would not have considered it before. And now it is not 

only more accessible to a larger number of middle class men, but it has adopted middle 

class values and a sense of justice to the way it is practiced. These factors allow 

prostitutes to have more control over who they see, what they do, and where they do it. 

 This investigation is limited to exchanges voluntarily negotiated between 

consenting heterosexual adults. It does not apply to sexual services performed by a child 

or anyone forced or tricked into performing sexual services. These acts constitute sexual 

abuse. In addition, cases in which someone is held against her will, or put in a position 

where she feel she has no alternative but to prostitute herself, constitute slavery. 

Prostitution, sexual abuse, and slavery exist independently of each other. In order to study 

prostitution as a distinct social practice, it is necessary to try to isolate it from situations 

that include sexual abuse or slavery, as well as from collateral practices such as criminal 

activities that also exist independently. While it may not be possible to study prostitution 

independent of patriarchy, except in the mind’s eye, it can be observed away from some 

of these other harmful social practices. 
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This study focuses on prostitutes referred to as “escorts.” Many escorts, or “call 

girls,” are middle class women who work for an agency that arranges appointments for 

them by advertising in the telephone book, Internet, local classified ads, and other media. 

In exchange for the agency providing “dates” and some measure of protection by 

screening clients and monitoring each girl’s whereabouts, the women give about half of 

the money paid to them by their clients to the agency owners. 

Independent escorts are self-employed. They do not split their earnings with an 

agency but keep all the revenue they earn for themselves. The independent escort is both 

a prostitute and a business owner. She is both the commodity and its manager, soliciting 

for business, collecting the money, and making arrangements to protect herself from 

harm. Because she is self-employed, the independent escort is likely to be the least 

exploited class of prostitute. She may also be the most cognizant because she must be 

persistent about all of the peripheral duties required to run a business that only someone 

with a serious commitment can do well for long. The typical escort has a high school 

education; some have college experience. She is selective about who she sees, she 

decides what kind of services she performs, and she may refuse to see anyone with whom 

she is not comfortable.  

Many of the female participants in this study have previously worked for an 

escort agency, and some still do. Working for an agency is preferable for some women 

because it does not require the experience or commitment that an independent escort 

must have to be successful. In a Marxist sense, independent escorts are subject to less 

worker exploitation than women employed by an agency. Although the working 
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environment is usually identical, the independent escort has more control over who she 

sees, when she works, and what services she provides. 

Organization of Study 

This is an ethnographic study of a self-regulated Internet site that facilitates illegal 

female prostitution in South Florida. The purpose is to identify the social and economic 

characteristics of the site that can contribute to acceptable prostitution reform. The 

members of the site appear to sustain an orderly and mutually respectful exchange of 

sexual services for money, suggesting that certain social and economic features of this 

form of transaction diminish barriers otherwise present in typical forms of contemporary 

prostitution exchange. The study is designed to evaluate the thesis that when commercial 

sex is conducted in an open atmosphere of respect and mutual understanding, within 

certain economic parameters, beliefs and practices that stigmatize prostitutes and 

prostitution are potentially neutralized. Evidence is generated through extensive 

observation of an online venue that appears to approximate what prostitution would be 

like if open market exchange in sexual labor did exist. These data are supplemented by 

interviews with prostitutes from the online community. Features of mutual respect and 

understanding, characteristically absent in traditional prostitution venues, appear to be 

part of an emerging community phenomenon that facilitates prostitution online. Thus, 

this study engages with the larger scholarly position that normalization of sex work is 

necessary for successful prostitution reform. 

This study examines a venue that more closely approximates laissez-faire 

conditions of sexual exchange than government-sponsored legalized regimes have been 

able to produce to determine if the specific economic and social conditions under study 
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can contribute positively to successful prostitution reform. Feminists are divided on 

whether to support prostitution as a legitimate form of work. It has been suggested that 

legal reforms are necessary for social reform to be successful, and that those forms of 

sexual commodification that encourage respect and mutual understanding may be 

effective. The aim is to determine if any aspects of this community can be applied to a 

more just public policy.  

This study applies knowledge and methods from several academic disciplines, 

including anthropology, economics, ethnography, law, philosophy, and women’s studies. 

Each of these disciplines approaches its subject from a unique perspective and provides a 

valuable approach for investigating the phenomenon. Utilizing a variety of perspectives is 

especially valuable for studying prostitution because it is not a single practice, but one 

that can be practiced in a variety of ways, circumstances, and outcomes. An 

interdisciplinary approach can be more sensitive to the various dimensions of prostitution 

and is better equipped to acknowledge those insights that are most applicable to the 

problem at hand. Consequently, contributions from a number of academic perspectives 

are used to inform the study and analyze the data in an effort to discover the best 

approach to addressing this issue.  

The research effort consists of two aspects, a theoretical discussion and an 

ethnographic study. Chapter one introduces the research problem. Chapter two frames the 

feminist debate regarding prostitution reform. Chapter three explains the grounded 

research methodology used to collect the data. Chapter four examines the social aspects 

of commodification and how it can affect both the participants and the objects of 

exchange, in order to better understand the current legal and social justifications for 
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prohibiting sexual commerce. It draws on legal, philosophical, and feminist scholars’ 

writings on prostitution, as well as the voices of current and former prostitutes who have 

expressed an interest in the political reform of prostitution policy in the United States. In 

doing so, it establishes a framework with a set of assumptions about why prostitution 

exists, who it serves, what types of behavior the current social environment promotes, 

and what an ideal prostitution policy might be. Four of the questions it attempts to answer 

are: 

1) How does money transform the context of consensual sex from one of 

the most natural and pleasurable of activities into one that demands 

prohibition? 

2) What are the social, economic, and legal justifications for prohibiting 

prostitution from free market exchange?  

3) What is it about the open exchange of sex for money that makes it bad 

or wrong, especially for women? 

4) What would constitute prostitution reform for those who believe that 

prostitution reform is possible? 

The second part is an ethnographic account of the site using a grounded theory 

approach. The purpose of chapter five is to present empirical evidence to support the 

hypothesis that when commercial sex is conducted in an open atmosphere of respect and 

mutual understanding, within certain economic parameters, beliefs and practices that 

stigmatize prostitutes and prostitution are potentially neutralized. The methods employed 

to collect the data include participant and non-participant observation (lurking, posting, 

emailing, and chatting) and face-to-face interviews to describe and study the community 



 

 

13 

of participants who come together at Indygirls.com. (The website of the subject venue 

has been changed, as well as the names of all participants and locations.) The data 

consists primarily of discussion threads posted at the Internet site in addition to data 

collected from personal interviews and observations. This data is presented in terms of a 

number of themes outlined in the table of contents that describe the social structure; 

communication; risk management; initiative; personal agency and goals; money and 

commodification; and hobbyist’s attitudes. The goal is to sketch a picture of this 

community and its participants, as both buyers and sellers, and individual men and 

women; and to identify how this community is able to maintain a safe and orderly 

environment for commercial sex that has been difficult to achieve by intentional legalized 

regimes. 

Chapter six discusses the data and attempts to model the interactions using game 

theory in order to show how the themes identified contribute to the unique and admirable 

characteristics of the sexual exchanges that take place among the community members. 

This analysis reveals the presence of a non-legal enforcement mechanism at the site, 

describes how it encourages good behavior through trust and respect, and explains why it 

is dependent on open communication, and the absence of coercion, based on principles of 

game and signaling theory used by social scientists and animal behaviorists’ to model 

human and animal interactions. The model presented is helpful for understanding why 

this particular social formation results in the attitudes and behaviors found at the site that 

tend to minimize mistrust, disrespect, and stigmatization; and why legal regimes that 

prohibit or severely proscribe prostitution have the opposite effect. 
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Chapter seven summarizes the study’s findings by answering the research 

questions below, discusses the study’s application to prostitution reform as well as its 

limitations, and sets out a heuristic trajectory for further research. In particular, it 

addresses the questions:  

5) What are the social and economic mechanisms that appear to make the 

venue unique?  

6) Are the transactions as orderly and mutually respectful as they appear? 

Are the beliefs and practices that stigmatize prostitutes absent at the 

site? And do the conditions at Indygirls.com approximate a free 

market? 

7) Do the exchanges facilitated at Indygirls.com constitute reform 

acceptable to those feminists who believe that prostitution reform is 

possible? 

8) Can the findings be applied to other prostitution venues in order to 

advance prostitution reform policy? 
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II. LITERATURE REVIEW AND THEORETICAL BACKGROUND 
 
Historical Context of Prostitution 

Prostitution exists in every patriarchal society. A written record of it goes back 

over 2500 years. In ancient Greece, prostitution was legal and accepted as a legitimate 

sexual outlet, and men had no reason to feel ashamed about it. According to Hamel, 

prostitutes in Greece provided a necessary service because unmarried men had few other 

options for intimate relations with women. For the most part, respectable women of 

ancient Greece were confined to their home, and even there, were permitted very little 

contact with males who were not their relatives. Other than slaves and homosexual men, 

the unmarried man of Greece had few alternatives to prostitutes and although prostitutes 

were highly stigmatized, the practice that men enjoyed was generally “sanctioned by 

popular opinion” (Hamel 13-14). In ancient Greece, there was no mystery about who 

prostitutes and their clients were, or what motivated them, because prostitution was not 

considered a deviant behavior, but a necessary alternative for many men and unfortunate 

women. 

Street prostitutes in designated areas of the city painted their faces and dressed in 

provocative clothes to attract the attention of potential customers. Some, who were often 

slaves, even wore shoes with soles that left an imprint in the dusty streets spelling out 

erotic messages such as “follow me.” “A man who did follow might be led to some out-

of-the-way place outdoors -- an alleyway, for example, or some other semi-private 
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location -- where for a small sum his hired girl would quickly take care of him” (Hamel 

5). Nearby, other women worked in brothels, providing fee-for-service sex at slightly 

higher prices. “These prostitutes charged their customers per sexual act. Prices varied 

depending on the prostitute and the services rendered” (5). The cost ranged from about 

one ninth to about two thirds of a skilled laborer’s daily wage (6). 

Historical accounts are useful in understanding prostitution as a social institution, 

and how its organization has adapted to a variety of social formations. Anthropological 

evidence suggests that this stigma is a consequence of the pre-historical evolution of a 

patriarchal family structure (Lerner 41, Reed 6, Engels 46). Stigmatizing prostitutes has 

served to encourage monogamy by penalizing promiscuous women. The prostitute is the 

archetypal “bad girl.” She defines what the respectable wife and mother is not. According 

to these accounts, it is believed that patriarchy evolved as a way of tracing family 

descent. Matrifocal lineage, where descent is reckoned through the female line, is a 

simpler and more obvious way of determining family relations. It is believed to have 

preexisted patriarchy (Engels 44). Everyone knows who a person’s mother is, but until 

modern paternity tests one could only assume who was the father. Unlike matriarchy, 

where descent is reckoned through the female line, inheritance is traced through the 

males under patriarchy. Tracing descent with confidence through the male line requires 

proscribing female sexual activity. Sexual exclusivity to a single male ensures that the 

children of a man’s wife are his. Otherwise, he may not devote himself to their welfare. 

And since monogamy is necessary only for females to assure paternity, it has always 

been less strictly enforced for men (Engels 82).  Under patriarchy, restrictions on female 

promiscuity are the basis for maintaining paternity. Promiscuous activity on the part of a 
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woman upsets the whole system. Serious consequences have been dealt for promiscuous 

women by marking them undesirable to men in a society where being a wife and mother  

were once the only alternatives for a woman to gain respect. Many contend that this 

sexual stigma is at the root of female oppression (Kuo 113, Ericsson 364). Not only is it 

responsible for the sexual double standard (since men are not stigmatized for being 

promiscuous), but it serves as the basis for dividing women into “good girls” and “bad 

girls,” which in turn promotes sex role stereotyping (O’Neill 5). 

Although the stereotype of the prostitute is well defined in popular culture, a 

generic profile of the prostituted woman does not exist in real life (Diana 43-77, Dalla 

75). What the general public knows about prostitutes comes mainly from what is seen in 

the media (Winick 17, 138). She is usually depicted as desperate, deceitful and unworthy 

of respect. The prostitute symbolizes the depravity of civilization: crime, drugs, violence, 

decay, and immorality. In film, she is typically an impediment to social order that must 

be either rehabilitated or annihilated. Rescuing the fallen woman from prostitution is a 

commonly recurring theme in popular culture. It represents the redemption of society 

from immorality. If she cannot be saved, she must be crucified. The presence of the 

prostitute in popular film sets up a dichotomy that aligns the good and evil elements of 

the narrative. “More often than not the screen prostitute is a moral object lesson, usually 

punished for her sexual transgressions by being killed off, or redeemed by falling in love 

and living happily ever after in monogamous bliss” (Perkins 10). 

“Thanks to Hollywood, when most people hear the word “prostitute,” they think 

of streetwalkers” (Meritrix 7).  Although street walkers comprise only between five to 

20% of prostitutes in the US, they are the most familiar type of prostitute. Streetwalkers 
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deal with the most dangerous working conditions, are the lowest paid, and are believed to 

be the most desperate and deviant group of prostitutes (Meretrix 7, Williamson 32-33). 

Women who work as streetwalkers do so as a last resort. If given a viable alternative, few 

would choose that work because of the dangers of being easily robbed or assaulted by 

abusive clients, victimized by those who prey on street people, subjected to unhealthy 

working conditions, or arrested by undercover police. While it is by far the most 

dangerous form of sex work, according to Meritrix, there are some women who enjoy the 

freedom and excitement of street work. Part of the danger of street walking is the 

solicitation method. Because most cities have cracked down on street walkers there is 

very little time to negotiate any of the terms of the potential encounter. Consequently, a 

woman has only seconds to decide whether or not to get into a car. Getting into a 

stranger’s car at night is very risky. The man can be a cop, or worse, a violent person, for 

whom the unfortunate woman may be prey. Although there are exceptions, most 

streetwalkers are not individual entrepreneurs, but work for pimps who take most of their 

earnings. Streetwalkers generally have the lowest level of job satisfaction (Diana 101). 

Street prostitution has declined sharply since the 1970 due in part to major municipal 

campaigns to clean up inner cities, the violence against prostitutes reported in the media, 

and the belief that prostitutes are vectors of HIV/AIDS.  

One problem in accessing an accurate profile of the prostitute is the lack of 

information about both her and her clients. Most statistics are quite limited, based on 

small sample sizes, and often either focused on streetwalkers, or on those who have 

encountered a situation with the law. Another problem in trying to characterize the 

“typical” prostitute is that prostitution occurs in a hierarchy of distinct venues. Each level 
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is marked by a distinctive social and physical environment that limits the length of the 

encounter and the price. The higher up the ladder, the more time and money is required. 

Outdoor prostitution is generally at the lowest rung. Here time and money are limited. 

Services are often performed in a car or alleyway, and price is based on the type of sexual 

act provided. Indoor prostitution, performed at locations such as brothels, truck stops, 

roadside lounges, and massage parlors, is considerably less dangerous and stressful. 

These encounters are longer in duration, but supervised and facilitated by a third party. 

Escorts and call girls occupy the top of the prostitution hierarchy. Although they charge 

per hour, the rate can vary under $100 to $1000 per hour depending on their social status 

and the status of their client. These women often work independently, and typically meet 

at the client’s home, office, or hotel room. Although typical encounters are one hour, 

many last longer and may include accompanying a client for dinner and/or overnight, 

during which their hourly rate may apply the entire time. 

Prostitution in the United States 

Prostitution is illegal in the United States except for several counties in Nevada, 

and temporarily in the state of Rhode Island, where a loophole in the law was recently 

discovered. The current laws prohibiting prostitution were born out of efforts begun by 

women activists in the late 1800s as part of the social purity movement, and later 

prosecuted by the medical hygiene activists. Before the introduction of “moral police” in 

the 1860s, there was little interest in abolishing prostitution (Pivar xi, Doezema 36). 

Prostitution is not an offense in English or American common law, and prior to World 

War I, being a prostitute was not a crime in the United States (Miller 301). While this is 

not to say that prostitutes were not discriminated against and punished, it wasn’t until 
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prostitution become part of the feminist agenda that legal prohibitions specifically aimed 

to eliminate prostitution were written into law. While prostitutes could be arrested, it was 

done under laws that addressed vagrancy or adultery, and it was not until 1917 in the 

state of Massachusetts, that a prostitute could be prosecuted for being a prostitute (301).  

By the 1920s “[c]riminal sanctions prohibiting prostitution were begin instituted across 

the United States” by the purity crusaders (303).  By the 1970s all forms of prostitution 

were prohibited in the United States, except for 13 counties in Nevada (303). Rather than 

eliminating prostitution, the laws simply changed how prostitutes were organized by 

shifting control from the madams and prostitutes to pimps and organized crime 

syndicates. If the goal has been to improve the conditions for prostitutes, it is 

contradictory because where prostitutes are criminalized they must live as second class 

citizens, often turning to other criminals for protection and support. In Nevada, where 

prostitution is legal in some counties, prostitutes are treated with little respect and low 

pay. Consequently, most opt for the risks and dangers of working illegally rather than the 

“severe financial exploitation and rigid, dehumanizing rules the brothels impose” (Kuo 

86). 

Laws regulating prostitution range from prohibition to tolerance via three 

prevailing legal regimes: criminalization, legalization, and decriminalization (Outshoorn 

65). Criminalization regimes discourage prostitution by prohibiting the exchange of sex 

for money by law, and punishing those who are involved. There is generally less 

tolerance for street prostitution and other visible forms of solicitation and are 

consequently targeted more than indoor activity. Enforcement is also typically much 

greater towards women, who are two to three times more likely to be arrested in the U.S. 
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than their male partners (Davis 306). However, in several countries such as Sweden, 

prostitution is only a crime for men (Brooks-Gordon 53). Legalization regimes permit 

prostitution under carefully controlled circumstances, usually designed to contain 

prostitution to particular geographic areas in order to limit and control how it is practiced. 

Decriminalization regimes do not prosecute prostitutes for selling sex. While the aim of 

decriminalization is to treat prostitution and other sexual labor as commodities similar to 

other personal service labor, in practice they are often accompanied by regulations that 

prohibit solicitation, making if difficult for prostitutes to operate. Most government 

regimes that regulate prostitution are inconsistent, complicated, and full of contradictions 

(Raymond 1156, Holloway 203). 

For example, in Germany, prostitution is legal in brothels; in Amsterdam, there 

are red light districts; in Sweden, prostitutes are not arrested, but their clients are; in 

Canada, prostitution is legal, but solicitation is not; in Brazil, street solicitation is legal 

and the age of consent is 14; in Japan, vaginal prostitution is against the law, but fellatio 

for money is legal; in the United States, prostitution is criminalized except in several 

counties of Nevada (Posner, A Guide 155). While some policies may be effective in 

addressing particular problems of female prostitution, each regime has limitations which 

result in illegal prostitution operating beside it. For example, the liberal policies of 

Amsterdam have been cited for contributing to its status as a major hub for the sexual 

trafficking of women and children; the restrictive and low paying conditions of Nevada 

brothels have led many prostitutes to choose to work elsewhere, illegally; and the absence 

of government controls in Brazil has led to the sexual exploitation of many street 

children. 
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Australia, in particular, presents a mix of disparate laws that determine how 

prostitution is organized. This seemingly arbitrary collection of regulations mirrors the 

state of prostitution from country to country around the world. According to Perkins, in 

Queensland the only form of prostitution that is not regulated or criminalized is women 

working alone. Street soliciting is prohibited as well as anyone living off the earnings of a 

prostitute; while at the same time, brothels, escort agencies and any other sex workers 

consisting of more than two individuals may operate under a special license (4). In the 

Northern Territory, street soliciting, keeping a brothel, occupying a premises used for 

prostitution, and assisting in the management of a brothel is forbidden, which leaves only 

escort work available to prostitutes, but only if the business owner is licensed, and the 

services are performed in a hotel or motel room. A similar situation exists in Tasmania as 

well as Western Australia, but occupation in a location with no more than two escorts is 

permitted. In addition, there are several brothels and an escort agency which were 

“grandfathered” in Western Australia, but prostitutes may not make house calls to clients, 

and must be registered at the local police station and undergo periodic STD screenings. In 

the Australian Capital Territory, brothel prostitution has been decriminalized in two 

designated areas of Canberra, and independent sex workers can operate anywhere if they 

are registered, except on the street. Brothels as well as single operators are permitted in 

Victoria with special planning permits in commercialized zones, but few are issued for 

call girls who prefer to work in residential areas. Prostitution was practically impossible 

in New South Wales because of the myriad contradicting laws on the books. 

Consequently, organized crime dominated the business in Sydney until the laws were 

revamped in 1979, allowing prostitution on the street. Since then, the law has been 
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updated to prohibit prostitution if in view of a home, school, hospital, or church. Finally, 

in 1996 because of police extortion of brothel owners, the New South Wales government 

repealed many of the old laws and now has one of the least repressive prostitution 

legislation in Australia (Perkins 4-7). 

In the United States, prostitution is generally considered among a class of legal 

offenses called “victimless” or “consensual” crimes. Consensual crimes are a subclass of 

“public order crimes” that involve more than one participant, each of whom gives their 

consent as a willing participant in an activity that is illegal. A public order crime is a 

“crime which involves acts that interfere with the operations of society and the ability of 

people to function efficiently,” i.e. it is behavior that has been labeled criminal because it 

is contrary to shared norms, social values, and customs (Siegel 423-469). The prosecution 

of homosexual behavior as a public order crime was recently declared unconstitutional 

(Center for Lesbian and Gay Civil Rights).  

To date, there are about 30 brothels in Nevada which together employed about 

300 women, usually for several weeks at a time (Carole 126, Albert 44). During this 

period they must live at the brothel, typically in the same room where they see their 

customers. They are discouraged from leaving the brothel premises during their work 

shift, which may be several days in duration, and must pay runners to get them 

necessities that they cannot buy on the brothel premises. Although all willingly 

employed, the women have little personal space or sexual autonomy of their own once 

they are on the premises. They have little control over where they work or who they are 

with. Typically, when a customer arrives a bell is rung, and all the women on duty have 

five minutes to line up, practically naked, and introduce themselves, while they are 
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inspected. If chosen, the brothel worker leads the customer to her room where the 

negotiations take place, often monitored by the management. Her employer gets half of 

the negotiated amount (Albert 49). Although one could argue that the control that 

brothels exert over the working conditions and workers would legally require brothel 

workers to be classified as employees, prostitutes are hired as independent contractors, 

and consequently exempt from receiving employer sponsored unemployment, retirement 

benefits, or health benefits. If a worker doesn’t perform well, meaning she does not 

produce enough revenue, she will not be asked to return, leaving many women with no 

alternative but to work illegally. Many prostitutes avoid the licensed brothels altogether 

because they do not want to have a permanent record which can prevent them from 

obtaining other jobs later, since all must first register with the local sheriff. Although 

brothels need not operate this way, many do, because this is the regime encouraged by 

law.  

The regulatory regime that currently permits prostitution in Nevada falls short of 

most feminist expectations of acceptable prostitution reform. World Charter for 

Prostitutes’ Rights is a declaration of rights adopted by the International Committee for 

Prostitutes’ Rights in 1985 (see Appendix 5). The purpose of the committee was to 

develop a distinction between forced and voluntary prostitution, and the aim of the 

charter is to guarantee all human rights and civil liberties to prostitutes by stopping abuse 

of sex workers. Brothels in Nevada fall short of meeting their goals in several areas. The 

working conditions in most brothels do not respect the private lives of providers because 

workers are required to live at the brothel and are discouraged from mixing with the rest 

of the community. Nor do legal prostitutes in Nevada have the option of working under 
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conditions of their own choosing. In addition, there is no unbiased administrative body 

comprised of prostitute advocates where they can express complaints or organize to 

strengthen solidarity among themselves for support and security. Under the current 

regime, prostitutes are treated more like workhouse convicts than valued employees. The 

current regime in the United States, which prohibits and greatly circumscribes 

prostitution, does little to promote acceptable prostitution reform because it is based on 

principles which subjugate prostitutes instead of policies designed to encourage 

meaningful prostitution reform. However, in the United States, this regime is the only 

employment option available for women who want to exchange sex for money legally 

(Maverick 8). 

Nevertheless, today the sex business is booming, and prostitutes work in every 

major metropolitan area under the guise of escort agencies, massage parlors, “dating” 

services, and a variety of other euphemisms. While street prostitution is targeted by law 

enforcement, unseen prostitution is largely tolerated.  

Population Size 

Although the streetwalker is the most publicly visible prostitute, she represents 

only a small portion of the current illegal population that includes many more women 

who work indoors, many of whom work intermittently and part time (Potter 939, Decker 

13 cited in Davis 304). The exact number of women currently employed as prostitutes in 

the United States is impossible to determine because of its clandestine nature, but it is 

estimated in the hundreds of thousands with over a million who have worked as a 

prostitute at some time in their life. While there have been numerous attempts to estimate 
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the population in various locales, most agree that it is “difficult, and perhaps impossible, 

to determine” a precise estimate (Thukral 19, Sanders, Sex Work 12).  

The problem in attempting to estimate the size of the current population of 

prostitutes is that most prostitution today occurs indoors, out of sight, and in private. 

While public observation can accurately determine the number of prostitutes who work 

on city streets or in publicly regulated brothels, most illegal indoor venues resist 

statistical sampling. “Sex workers constitute a highly mobile and often hidden population 

within the community. Consequently, it is not possible to estimate the representativeness 

of the sample recruited and interviewed” (Carter 24). Even in countries where 

prostitution is legal, women underreport their activity as prostitutes, not only because of 

the social stigma, but because of the potential to damage their non-commercial relations.  

Consequently, researchers often use indirect methods to triangulate an estimate 

for a prostitute population. Two frequent variables are the number of prostitute arrests 

and the number of observable street prostitutes. Popular estimates suggest that 85% of 

prostitutes work indoors, and 85% of those arrested are streetwalkers (Stridbeck 11, PLA 

1, Whelehan 103). Based on police arrest reports, The National Task Force on 

Prostitution (now The North American Task Force on Prostitution) estimated that in the 

1980s 1% of the female population in the United States had worked as a prostitute at 

some point in their lives (Meritrix 7). Reynolds cites that half a million prostitutes were 

employed in the United States during the mid 1980s at any one time (5). 

Currently, the United States averages about 80,000 prostitution-related arrests per 

year. Assuming that 85% of prostitutes are between the ages of 20 and 40, 85% are street 

prostitutes, and street prostitutes account for 15% of the prostitute population, then the 
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total number of street prostitutes is approximately 65,000. Dividing this by 15% gives 

453,333, which is an estimate of the total number of prostitutes in the United States. The 

U.S. Census Bureau reports that there are approximately 40 million women between 20 

and 40, so approximately 1% of women in this age group are likely to have worked in 

prostitution during the past year (453,333/40 million). Since the total population of the 

U.S. is approximately 300 million, there is an average of 1.5 prostitutes for every 1000 

individuals (453,333/300 million), with much higher concentrations in metropolitan 

areas. If these estimates are compared to data from other countries we find that the 

number of prostitutes ranges from 1 to 14 prostitutes per every 1000 individuals. This 

geographic variance can be attributed to the population density, size of transient 

population and tourist trade, social acceptability, and tolerance of prostitution by law 

enforcement. “In the final analysis, however, no one really knows or, given the nature of 

the phenomena and societal reaction to it, could know how many women are and were 

prostitutes” in the United States (Diana xviii). However, several studies have indicated 

that the number of women who engage in part time and episodic prostitution is sharply on 

the rise (Davis 304, Diana 153, Potter 939). According to Stridbeck, new technology 

lowers the social risks and financial barriers for prostitutes. It offers anonymity, 

efficiency, and much more freedom to choose where and with whom to meet (11). 

Internet and mobile communication technology also makes prostitution profitable in less 

urban areas of the country where one could not function efficiently before because of the 

costs of soliciting and coordinating with individuals to meet. 

Three Feminist Perspectives 
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There are three predominant feminist perspectives on prostitution: prostitution as 

exploitation (abuse), prostitution as sexual power (sex), and prostitution as simply human 

labor (work). Those who believe that prostitution is exploitation and abuse question the 

agency of prostitutes. They contend that the systemic physical, economic and social 

inequality in our society make it impossible for most women to negotiate fairly with men, 

and that any individual sexual exchange for money is necessarily coercive, undermines 

the sexual autonomy of women in general, and supports the oppressive institution of 

patriarchy. These feminists believe that prostitution is not reformable until gender 

equality exists. Until then, prostitution should be prohibited. 

The second perspective sees prostitution reform as part of an effort for women to 

subvert the sexual oppression of patriarchy by asserting their sexual autonomy and 

challenging the traditional patriarchal norms. These feminists believe sexuality is often a 

poorly utilized resource by women, and one of their greatest assets. The independent 

prostitute is the essence of the liberated woman and feminist agent of change because she 

has taken charge of her sexuality. These feminists believe that decriminalizing 

prostitution is a necessary step toward sexual autonomy and gender equality.  

The third perspective views prostitution as simply “work.” Prostitution is a 

personal service and should be treated no different than other occupations just because it 

involves sex. It should be decriminalized and regulated like other industries with policies 

that encourage growth, customer satisfaction, and promote the prosperity of proprietors.  

Radical Feminists 

Radical feminists, believe that prostitution cannot be reformed because of its 

intimate connection to the patriarchal institutions responsible for the ideology that 
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oppresses women. Prostitution reinforces relations of dominance and submission, and 

perpetuates its system of values. They contend that the “sex industry, like many other 

institutions in our society, is structured by deeply ingrained attitudes and values which 

are oppressive to women” (Shrage 348). These activists advocate the abolition of 

prostitution through prohibition and criminalization. Prostitution as it is practiced today is 

beyond reform because it is representative of such a thoroughly corrupt institution.   

What is unique to prostitution compared to other types of paid labor is that it is a 

gendered activity, consisting almost entirely of women serving men, in which conditions 

of dominance, submission, oppression, and victimization are built into the practice. But 

prostitution is not only a highly gendered activity, it is a sexual one. Men define women’s 

sexuality in terms of whatever physical and psychological characteristics distinguish 

women from men, deeming those characteristics as inferior, and erotizing them to gain 

dominance and maintain power (soft/hard, weak/strong, penetrable/dominant, etc.). 

Under patriarchy, women are understood by their relative weakness to men instead of 

their virtues (fertile, tolerant, loving, etc.). MacKinnon claims that “whatever defines 

women as ‘different’ [is] the same as whatever defines women as ‘inferior’ [and] the 

same as whatever defines women’s sexuality” (318). In other words, “male power takes 

the social form of what men as a gender want sexually . . . . Masculinity is having it; 

femininity is not having it” (318). So, being a woman is defined by what men require for 

sexual arousal and satisfaction, which is sexual subservience and social submission. 

This sexual basis for dominance and inequality is intricately bound up in all our 

heterosexual relationships. Feminists who view prostitution as exploitation see it as a 

power relation that “must be understood through the lens of male domination and 
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women’s oppression” (Schotten 212). According to radical feminists, sexual inequality is 

the basis for all gender inequality. This perspective is most frequently attributed to the 

works of radical feminists such as Kathleen Barry, Carol Pateman, and Catharine 

MacKinnon. These feminists argue that all prostitution is coerced: a form of abuse 

comparable to rape, genital mutilation, incest, and battering (Doezema 39). After all, 

what kind of woman would ever choose to prostitute herself (Shrage 348)? Not only is 

she treated with disrespect by men, but she is despised by other women. 

Under patriarchy, men have more power and resources in virtually every sphere 

of interaction with women, except perhaps, the sexual sphere (perhaps, because it seems, 

that men have a larger appetite for sexual companionship than women). Specifically, men 

have more physical, economic, and social power. However, because of their dominance 

in these other spheres of exchange, they may also dominate the sexual sphere, by using 

their economic power to coerce women to have sex with them. Radical feminists not only 

question the agency of prostitutes, but whether meaningful consent to sex is possible 

under any circumstances. They suggest, that when prostitutes exchange consent for 

money, they often compromise their sexual autonomy.  

According to radical feminists, the demand for prostitutes must be more than 

simply the satisfaction of a physical need for sexual release, for this does not require a 

partner. According to Pateman, men demand prostitutes to confirm their masculinity 

through the sexual domination of women. Christine Overall writes, 

 In a culture where women’s sexuality is used to sell, and women learn 

that sex is our primary asset, sex work is not and cannot be just a private 

business transaction, an exchange of benefits between equals, or an 
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egalitarian trade. . . . Prostitution is structured in terms of a power 

imbalance in which women, the less powerful, sell to men, the more 

powerful. That power imbalance ensures both that women’s sexuality is 

constructed very differently from that of men, and yet also, paradoxically, 

that male sexuality, socially constructed, defines the standards for 

evaluating human sexual activity. (721) 

Prostitution under conditions of inequality legitimizes the right of men to have 

unilateral sexual access to women (Shrage 352, Pateman, Sexual Contract 199). 

Prostitution symbolizes that right, and at the same time perpetuates the institution that 

enables it. In a society where men have substantially more economic power than women, 

accepting prostitution is an acknowledgement that we as a society do not value the sexual 

autonomy of women. What is really “at issue in relations between men and women is not 

sex but power” because what it means to be masculine and feminine is “intricately bound 

up with relations of domination and subordination . . . . Prostitution is the public 

recognition of men as sexual masters; it puts submission on sale as a commodity in the 

market (Pateman, Defending Prostitution 564). 

Sex Radicals 

Rather than seeing prostitutes as victims of men’s carnal desire for sexual 

pleasure and dominance, sex positive feminists, or sex radicals as they are often called, 

see prostitutes as the quintessentially liberated woman (Tong 53). The prostitute should 

be envied for having gained full control over the sexual rights of her own body 

(Schwarzenbach 108). These women refuse to submit to the dominant social role of 
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women as wives and mothers in the service of patriarchy. She is not an example of sexual 

oppression, but sexual liberation. 

When prostitution is understood primarily as an empowering sexual activity, 

prostitutes are seen as agents of social change, daring to challenge the patriarchal norms 

that penalize promiscuous women. Two proponents of this position are Gayle Rubin and 

Pat Califia. They see prostitution as a site of contention where sexual meaning is up for 

grabs. Not only do prostitutes have agency, but they are potential agents of change who 

must define prostitution in terms that benefit them, instead of letting men use promiscuity 

as a weapon for dishonor and domination. This perspective welcomes the 

commodification and objectification of women by men. They contend that men’s desire 

for women can be used to women’s advantage. According to sex radicals, sex is one of 

women’s greatest assets. For these activists, objectification and commodification should 

be encouraged by decriminalizing sexual perversions and used to exploit men who cannot 

control their sexual urges. In other words, prostitution is an element of sexual liberation 

and constitutes political rebellion against the sexual control of women by men.  

 Camille Paglia and others contend that men are inferior to women in terms of 

sexual power. In many cultures, going to a prostitute is not socially empowering for a 

man and is seen as a sign of masculine inadequacy (Earle 17). Nancy Fraser similarly 

observes that “in some (though not all) masculine cultures today, resorting to prostitution 

is not a token of power or mastery but of shame, suffused with the embarrassment of 

having to pay for ‘it’” (179). Paglia insists that woman’s association with the erotic 

should be seen as one of her greatest powers. She reverses the notion that prostitutes are 

sexual victims of men. Instead of being victims and being “turned into objects by the 
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display of their anatomy--women rule; they are in total control” (Wells 22). To those who 

say “that men are using money as power over women. I’d say yes, that’s all men have . . . 

. They have to buy women’s attention. It’s not a sign of power; it’s a sign of weakness” 

(Wells 22). According to Chapkis, sex radical feminists contend that the prostitute should 

be “understood as a place of agency where the sex worker makes active use of the 

existing sexual order” (30). In fact, “the Whore is often invoked by Sex Radicals as a 

symbol of women’s sexual autonomy and, as such, as a potential threat to patriarchal 

control over women’s sexuality” (30). 

Sex as Work 

Arguably, the most progressive scholarship in prostitution policy during the past 

25 years has been the wave of feminist literature addressing the commodification of 

sexual labor legitimizing the concept of prostitution as “work.” This literature, primarily 

the work of feminist philosophers and legal scholars, has led to a reexamination of 

prostitution policies around the world and provoked a renewed debate on the morality of 

prostitution. Many scholars now concede that there is no material quality or rational 

claim to justify that sex work is intrinsically any worse than other forms of paid labor 

(Ericsson 336, Schwarzenbach 117, Nussbaum, “Taking Money for Bodily Services” 

723). “[T]here is nothing per se wrong with taking money for the use of one’s body. That 

is the way most of us live, and formal recognition of that fact through contract is usually 

a good thing for people, protecting their security and employment conditions” (Nussbaum 

723). Sex work is no more dangerous, coerced, exploitative, or even more intimate than 

other forms of commodified labor and personal services that are not stigmatized, 

condemned, or prohibited (723). 
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Some of the most outspoken opponents of criminalized prostitution are prostitutes 

themselves (Jenness 405, Few). Many believe they have a right to have their erotic labor 

treated like any other manual or intellectual commodity. Defenders of prostitutes’ rights 

contend that prostitution is just one of many institutions that are oppressive to women. 

And exchanging sex for material gain is implicit in many non-commodified relationships 

with men. They claim that criminalizing prostitution is unconstitutional. This perspective 

constitutes a third perspective on prostitution.  

These feminists see prostitution as simply work. They argue that money for sex is 

primarily an economic relationship and must be understood as a form of labor under 

capitalism (Schotten 214). This position ignores the debate about its social meaning. 

According to this position, sex workers do not have a moral responsibly for the social 

meaning of prostitution or its consequences. Proponents of this position grant that 

prostitution may be exploitive, degrading, and unfair for some women; but “sex” has 

nothing to do with it. The problems that women encounter as prostitutes are a 

consequence of living in a predominantly patriarchal society. In other words, prostitution 

is no more exploitative than any other occupation and should not be treated differently 

just because it involves “sex.” 

Those who see prostitution as work are just as concerned about gender power 

relations as all feminists, but maintain that women’s sexual labor deserves to be 

compensated. They believe that sexual inequality is a consequence of women being 

grossly undervalued for sexual, reproductive, and domestic labor. All of the problems 

that prostitutes bear are consequences of unjust social stigmas and legal prohibitions 

against women. The social and legal forces that plague women are at the center of social 
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injustice against prostitutes. In other words, “it is sex negativity that makes prostitution a 

generally wretched existence” (Schotten 224). Eliminating discriminatory laws against 

prostitutes is the first important legal step toward abolishing the oppressive attitudes that 

perpetuate the sexism of patriarchy and the gender inequality that it fosters.  

Sex workers rights activist Giulia Garfalo contends that in order to change the 

reality of sex work, society’s condemnation of sex work needs to be seen as political 

instead of moral. It has to do with how power relations are reinforced through sexual 

practices.  

To demand money for sex in a transparent and potentially contractual way 

is certainly a break in the way women are supposed to give ‘female’ 

services, such as caring, and reproductive activities. As women we-they 

are expected to give these services for no remuneration or as part of an 

exchange involving informal gifts or advantages. . . . What sex work 

exposes and challenges with its potential transparency and contractuality 

is how these informal exchanges of personal services and material 

exchanges, actually control women’s lives . . . . What it exposes is the 

exploitative division in society between what is ‘private’ (unpaid) and 

what is ‘public’ ‘work’ ‘valuable’ (paid). (Garfalo)  

Is Prostitution Reform Possible? 

Feminists who debate prostitution policy generally fall between two extremes of 

reform. At one end are those who do not believe that prostitution reform is possible 

before gender equality is achieved. They believe that prostitution reform is not possible 

until patriarchy is abolished, and so, until then, should be prohibited in all forms. At the 
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other end of the continuum are those who not only believe that prostitution reform is 

possible, but that acceptable prostitution reform is an important step toward gender 

equality. Although most public discussions debate this issue from the polar extremes, 

many feminists fall somewhere in between. 

How to conceptualize prostitution has been the topic of one of the most divisive 

debates among feminists. Feminists agree that prostitution as it is currently practiced in 

the United States is unacceptable. While legal feminists and philosophers have slowly 

come to terms that there is no rationally defensible reason to oppose the exchange of sex 

for money; this is not to say that feminists no longer have reason to oppose prostitution or 

campaign for its reform (Shrage 360-361). The feminist debate is not only about a 

woman’s right to be paid for sexual labor, but it is also about agency and empowerment 

in an environment of gross gender inequality.  

Indeed, what is wrong with prostitution is not that it violates deeply 

entrenched social conventions – ideals of feminine purity and 

noncommoditization of sex – but precisely that it epitomizes other cultural 

assumptions – beliefs which, reasonably or not, serve to legitimate 

women’s social subordination. (Shrage 352) 

While criminalizing prostitution may be an effective statement of condemnation toward 

the current practice, it is known to contribute to hardships for prostitutes. On the other 

hand, highly regulated legal regimes alone seem unable to result in prostitution reform 

acceptable to many feminists. 

One problem is that legal regimes only address one aspect of prostitution: the 

physical exchange of sex for money; they do not address the social stigma. In fact, most 
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legislative policies exacerbate the stigma. Laws that oppose prostitution by criminalizing 

it reinforce the belief that promiscuous behavior of women is immoral and deserves 

punishment, and attempts at decriminalizing prostitution generally result in corrupt legal 

regimes where women are subject to as much, if not more, publicly stigmatizing 

spectacles such as brothel line-ups, window solicitation, and generally degrading and 

substandard working conditions. 

How to reform prostitution is the question that divides many feminists today 

because differences in the feminist positions lead to divergent legal and social policies. 

While reform and abolition are not mutually exclusive, until the current attitudes 

surrounding prostitution are fundamentally altered, many believe that feminists should 

politically oppose prostitution because it epitomizes those principles that are oppressive 

to women (Shrage 359-361). Abolitionists proclaim that commercial sex should be 

opposed wherever sex is a vector of power.  

It should only be condoned in situations in which women would not be regarded 

as “prostituting” themselves, or “devoting their bodies or talents to base purposes, 

contrary to their true interests,” but as a professional expert (358). Shrage contends that 

sound prostitution reform will only be accomplished when the services of a prostitute are 

sought only for her professional knowledge and expertise because this is not “a context in 

which women are thought to be violated”, and therefore, “would probably not be 

stigmatized” (358). Qualities of respect and status that most prostitutes lack are essential 

ingredients in counteracting the stigma of prostitutes and are necessary to transform 

prostitution into a non-oppressive practice of sexual exchange. The limited success of 

legal regimes suggests that in order for prostitution reform to be successful, social 
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attitudes about prostitutes, sex, and women must change; and in order for social attitudes 

about women, sex, and prostitution to change, laws against prostitution must be reformed. 

It seems clear that social attitudes and legal regimes are two sides of the same coin that 

must be addressed together. 

What would a sex worker have to do to subvert the widely held attitudes against 

her? Shrage believes that a prostitute would first have to have the authority to determine 

what sexual services she would provide to whom, under what conditions, and how much 

they would cost. In addition, she would have to represent herself as having some sort of 

technical problem-solving ability in the area of human sexuality beyond experience. If it 

were possible for prostitutes to be looked upon as professional service providers, 

comparable to doctors or lawyers who charge for an expertise that is superior to or in 

some respect more valuable than those that can be obtained non-commercially, even if 

their “knowledge was thought to be only quasi-legitimate” such as that of a chiropractor, 

then prostitution would be “sufficiently transformed to make it completely non-

oppressive to women. Although commercial transactions involving sex might still exist, 

prostitution as we now know it would not. (359) 

Many liberal feminists, those who are “sex positive” and support the “sex as 

work” perspective believe that prostitution reform is possible through a strategy of 

“normalization,” or treating prostitutes as professional laborers (Kuo 113). Kenore Kuo 

claims that the most important aspects of sexual action that translate into power and 

control can be addressed without either abolishing or promoting prostitution (152). While 

the devaluation and stigmatization of certain types of sexual behavior may have once had 

a useful function, whether it was to reduce unwanted pregnancy or the spread of sexually 
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transmitted disease, technological means have rendered them no longer necessary or 

desirable. She contends that stigmatization is the primary means of control over women’s 

sexual activity, and that normalizing sex and sexual activity is the key to normalizing 

women. So if the long-range goal of feminists is a world in which gender and sexuality 

are not the basis for allocating power, then sexual acts must cease to be stigmatized 

(113). Therefore, the ideal incarnation of prostitution should be whatever will instantiate 

the normalizing of sexuality and sexual activity.   

For Kuo, prostitution reflects and influences our social institutions, and those 

institutions both influence and reflect the way prostitution is practiced. She believes that 

our sexist attitudes are both a source and reflection of our society’s social construction of 

power. Attempts at reforming prostitution without reforming the institutions that 

surround it will ultimately fail, as summarized by Kuo. “[S]exuality and reproduction 

constitute one of the most important sources and focuses of women’s oppression” (112). 

In an ideal world, sex and sexuality should not be the basis for allocating power.  

This realization is behind many feminist attempts to normalize ranges and 

varieties of sexual identities and activity. Nearly all feminist texts on 

sexuality recognize the narrow range of non-stigmatized sexual behaviors 

available to women and sexual stigmatization as one of the great dangers, 

the significant price to be paid, by women who engage in any but 

heterosexual, “partnered,” “nice” sex. The drive to de-stigmatize sexuality 

also underlies the movement to de-stigmatize women’s bodies, to treat 

them as the embodiment of neither filth nor holiness but simply biological 
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entities. This embodiment is exhibited in feminist works as diverse as Our 

Bodies, Ourselves and The Vagina Monologues. (113) 

Most of the basic principles necessary for implementing a policy of normalization 

have already been are encapsulated in the World Charter for Prostitutes’ Rights. The 

document is divided into eight parts, addressing law, human rights, working conditions, 

health, services, taxes, public opinion, and organization. Although several of these 

recommendations have been implemented at one time or another, never have more than a 

few of these principles been instituted together. Consequently, one of the goals of this 

study is to investigate how these principles might apply to explain the atmosphere of 

respect and mutual understanding, as well as the lack of stigma that accompanies the 

commercial sex observed at the venue under examination here. 

Previous Studies 

The aim of many studies of prostitution has been to build a profile of the typical 

prostitute and her client in order to better understand and identify what causes them to do 

what they do. Specifically, what characteristics do individuals most likely to engage in 

prostitution have in common? What motivates their deviant behavior? What are the 

problems they encounter and benefits they receive? And what are the circumstances 

surrounding the institution of prostitution, and the factors that tend to shape how it is 

organized? Two of the largest and most cited studies of prostitutes and their clients in the 

United States are the Kinsey study reported in 1948, and the University of Chicago 

National Health and Social Life Survey published in 1989. In addition, there have been 

numerous other studies using smaller samples which have focused on particular aspects 
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of prostitution (Brooks-Gordon 81-86), as well as scores of books and hundreds of 

articles in the past 75 years. 

Academic work in prostitution has increased in the past 20 years, but a significant 

number have been historical accounts. Since 1970 over 200 Ph.D. dissertations have been 

authored by students in the United States and Canada with the word “prostitution” in the 

title -- more than half of these were written since 1990, averaging about 10 per year 

(ProQuest/UMI online). Of these, approximately 55% percent are historical analyses, 

25% ethnographic profiles, 10% policy analyses, and 10% quantitative and clinical 

studies.  

The remainder of this section highlights three previous research studies. The 

purpose of this section is to provide some background context about the subjects of 

concern in the present study. Of the many studies on prostitution, these are especially 

informative to this research because the subjects are similar in social class, occupational 

hierarchy, and culture: The Prostitute and Her Clients: Your Pleasure is Her Business by 

Lewis Diana; Call Girls: Private Sex Workers in Australia by Roberta Perkins and 

Frances Lovejoy; and Lovers, Friends, Slaves . . . The Nine Male Sexual Types: Their 

Psycho-Sexual Transactions with Call-Girls by Martha Stein. These studies present a 

comparable profile of individuals and venues involved in the type of prostitution 

examined in the present study. 

Lewis Diana authored one of the most comprehensive longitudinal studies of 

prostitution in the United States. His research began in 1955 shortly after receiving his 

doctorate from the University of Pittsburgh and continued on and off for the next 25 

years until it was published in 1985. The study is notable because it is one of the few in 
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which the researcher suggests being a participant observer (xi). While his sample is 

acknowledged to be one of convenience, it includes parts of the prostitution population 

that are usually inaccessible to researchers. Unlike many studies which rely on subjects 

recently detained by law enforcement officials or through social service encounters, 

Diana’s sample of participants was collected serially by going from one informant to 

another as his time and money permitted for the better part of 30 years (xii).  

Based on his survey, Diana identified eight distinct venues used to facilitate 

prostitution in the United States: street prostitution, brothels, truck stops, roadside 

lounges, hotels-motels, resident homes, massage parlors, and call girls. In addition to 

demographic characteristics including age, race, religion, education, and family 

background for 487 prostitutes and 501 of their clients, he conducted 154 personal 

interviews with prostitutes. Qualitative data about their clients was obtained from 

conversations at brothels and massage parlors, and also at truck stops and lounges where 

men would gather not only for sex but for food and conversation (xii). Within each 

category he recorded the age, race, religious affiliation, education, family income and 

background, childhood discipline, attitudes toward school, and work experience. In 

addition, he surveyed early sexual experiences, previous work experience, entry into 

prostitution, the type of sexual services offered, sexual and psychological responses of 

the providers, attitudes toward clients, arrests and experience with police, as well as work 

satisfaction and circumstances for leaving the profession.  

While Diana found some significant instances of variation between the responses 

of participants at different level of the hierarchy, for the most part the variables he studied 

were not closely dependent upon the prostitute’s venue. He found little significant 
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variation between the motivations of either prostitutes or their patrons at different venues. 

In general, he found that most prostitutes were young, between the age of 20 and 30; 94% 

were white; 67% percent were Protestant; 70% had not finished high school; a majority 

were mothers; 77% were either single, separated or divorced; all street prostitutes had 

been arrested for prostitution or picked up for loitering at least once; 28% experienced 

forced sexual intercourse before the age of 15; the preponderant majority used drugs or 

alcohol; 28% had venereal disease; 75% did not attend religious services regularly; 73% 

reported that school was boring, unpleasant, intolerable and hated it; 14% had no other 

job experience; two-thirds came from families with low incomes, and three-fourths of the 

women’s fathers were blue collar workers; 90% had mothers who were not trained in a 

skilled occupation; a majority came from divorced families, and 55% experienced 

unhappy childhoods; 20% were encouraged by boyfriends or husbands; 34% claimed that 

high income was the chief motivation for becoming a prostitute; 24% expressed dislike or 

contempt for their clients; 40% were dissatisfied with their work. 

On the other hand, 25% were between 30 and 40 years old; 6% were black; 4% 

were Catholic; 16 were college graduates; 47% had no children;13% were married; 75% 

had never been arrested; over 60% did not experience forced sexual intercourse; hard 

drugs such as cocaine, amphetamines or heroin were used by less than 25% of prostitutes; 

72% had no venereal disease; 25% attended church regularly; one quarter found school 

interesting, pleasant, and attended regularly; 76% had previous work experience in other 

occupations; 15% came from families with comfortable incomes, some had fathers who 

were either attorneys, business executives, or physicians; ten percent had mothers who 

worked in skilled occupations such as teachers or secretaries; many had loving parents, 
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and 45% remembered happy childhoods; 35% were encouraged by girlfriends; 29% 

chose to work as prostitutes because it is pleasant and easy work; 76% liked or were 

indifferent about their clients; 60% were satisfied with their work. 

The most significant differences between women who worked at different levels 

in the prostitution hierarchy were in the areas of education and family background. The 

least educated and least satisfied women tend to work as street or brothel workers. 

Virtually all the high school and college graduates worked either at massage parlors or as 

call girls. Massage parlor prostitutes and those who worked from residential homes had 

the highest percentage of white collar fathers with call girls having the most who were 

professionals or businessmen. 

Another remarkable discovery made by Diana was the increasing prevalence of 

the amateur prostitute (153). Most of the amateurs were employed in conventional full- or 

part-time occupations, or had previously been full-time wives and mothers. Diana 

describes their participation in sex work an avocation, rather than a vocation. He found 

that amateurs differed markedly from professionals in several areas. None of them 

considered themselves to be bona fide prostitutes. One third were high school graduates 

and one-forth had college degrees compared to 12% high school graduates for 

professionals and only 2.3 percent with college degrees. Amateur prostitutes tended to be 

older with incomes commensurate with their degrees. They tended to work 

independently; and had significantly better opinions of their clients. According to Diana, 

“[a]ll of them liked their clients as a class, probably a reflection of the amateurs’ ability 

and opportunity to select clients more carefully” (168). In addition, not one of the 

amateurs expressed any “dissatisfaction in the part of their lives devoted to prostitution” 
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(171). Diana found that amateurs reported the anticipation of an exciting life twice as 

often as professionals. However, unlike professionals, the amateurs did not depend on 

their avocational earnings for the basic necessities of life. Instead, income from sex work 

contributed to improving their quality of life.  

What once they may not have been able to afford at all, or only with the 

cost of installment buying, they can now purchase with cash. And, despite 

the source of their earnings, there comes with financial independence 

feelings of accomplishment and pride. And the work can be exciting and 

often is. (176) 

While most women were initially attracted to sex work because of the money, it 

isn’t necessarily what motivates a woman to stay in the business. Nor does money 

explain why other women in similar financial situations decide not to prostitute 

themselves. Other positive factors are usually necessary for a woman to continue to 

prostitute herself.  

[O]f the women who have gone ahead and tried it, some will be 

disenchanted with the experience to a degree which will forever eliminate 

prostitution as an option. Others, with varying degrees of ambivalence, 

will waver, sometimes working professionally and sometimes 

conventionally. Most however, find it palatable or tolerable or better, and 

start a career. (Diana 80) 

In regard to amateurs, he found the following motivations for becoming a 

prostitute in decreasing order of importance: 1) high income; 2) pleasant and easy work; 

3) visions of an exciting; life; 4) to please boy friend or husband; 5) curiosity; 6) 
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unqualified for better work (72). In addition, he found that, unlike the professionals he 

studied, most amateurs did not remember their initial sexual experience for the attention 

and response from their partners that resulted from it, nor as a measure of self worth. 

Amateurs recalled to Diana that their previous sexual experiences occurred out of love, 

“or the belief that it was love,” for curiosity, adventure, or need (176).  

For the amateur, sex itself is a fringe benefit. While women generally do 

have fantasies, few reportedly get to live them out. But Amateurs can and 

do, if imperfectly, by being selective about their clients and the conditions 

under which they will meet them. Doing so is less apt to violate the 

circumstances which will make the experience, if not supreme, at least 

minimally pleasant. (176) 

Diana compiled the following information about clients of the women he studied: 

1) Clients were generally more highly educated than the women from whom they 

purchased sexual services; 2) Majority were white collar; 3) Just over half were married, 

and one third of those reported to be very happily married, but over half of the married 

respondents reported to be sexually dissatisfied; 4) More than half of the married clients 

were regulars, who saw a prostitute for sex at least twice a month; 5) The majority of men 

held ambivalent attitudes toward the women they saw for sex (180). Diana believes this 

to be not only due to the opprobrium attached to the profession, but more significantly a 

consequence of the “damage to client self-conception occasioned by the compulsion to 

rely on prostitutes for a basic emotional and sexual satisfaction and the ersatz nature of 

the satisfaction” (180-189).  
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The top reasons for visiting prostitutes include the following: 1) variety and 

unavailability of regular partners; 2) boredom; 3) experience otherwise unavailable; 4) 

Other frequent reasons include: ready availability when horny; no need to persuade an 

unenthusiastic wife or girlfriend; more predictable outcome for men without a regular sex 

partner than a conventional date which may end up without culminating in sex and may 

cost even more money; married men - no emotional ties - no risk to marriage (190). 

For the most part, Diana’s quantitative findings confirm what major studies of 

prostitution in the United States have found both before and after his. While he offers no 

startling findings about the nature or causes of prostitution, he presents a credible profile 

of prostitution in vogue at the time, and identifies reasons why a woman might consider 

the profession as an occupation, as well as suggests some of the sources that contribute to 

the motivation that men have to participate in it (xix). 

Perkins and Lovejoy 

Perkins and Lovejoy published a significant work sponsored by the University of 

New South Wales and the National Health and Medical Research Council in Australia in 

2007. Their research includes survey data comparing call girls to brothel workers 

conducted between 1998 and 2002. Contrary to the subjects of Diana’s study, call girls 

and brothels operate legally under certain conditions in Australia due to recent legislation 

in Australia. While information about brothel workers is relatively well known because 

of their legal accessibility, the primary interest to Perkins et al. in their study is the lives 

of call girls; much less is known, not only because they are a relatively recent 

phenomena, but also because they have rarely been able to operate in an unregulated 

legal environment and as such have been far less accessible to formal study.  
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The study began by calling every call girl in Sydney, Australia who had a 

personal advertisement in a local newspaper or a number listed under “escort agencies” in 

the telephone directory. However, despite all the regulations and attention to prostitution 

paid by the legislators, “[a]ttempting to estimate the number of call girls presently 

working in Australia is an almost impossible task” (7). Ultimately, the book is based on a 

sample of 95 call girls in Australia, most from Sydney and Canberra, and 124 brothel 

workers from New South Wales as a control group. Since call girls are primarily from 

middle class cosmopolitan backgrounds, and work almost exclusively in metropolitan 

social environments, the authors believe that the results of their study provide insight into 

the lives of call girls anywhere in the world (10).  

In addition to quantitative data in tabular format which compare age, marital 

status, children, education, previous occupations, parental occupations, religious beliefs, 

reasons for entry into prostitution, age of entry, previous sex work experience, services 

offered, drug use, number of clients, age of clients, education level of clients, and a 

variety of public health questions, they also conducted in depth interviews with 17 call 

girls. The interviews comprise the majority of the narrative, adding an invaluable 

qualitative dimension to the book. 
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Table 1 
Reasons for Entry into Prostitution  
 
Reason    Call Girls   Brothel Worker 
Earn More Money   56%   47% 
Be Independent   35%   20% 
Support Children   22%   22% 
Unemployed    20%   23% 
Curiosity    14%   13% 
Other     8%   8% 
Seek Excitement   7%   5% 
Curiosity About Self   6%   6% 
Experiment    3%   3% 
Specific Purpose   3%   7% 
Support Drug Habit   2%   7% 
Support Another Adult  2%   6% 
Seek Husband    1%   0%  
Source: Perkins, Roberta; Frances Lovejoy. Call Girls: Private Sex Workers in Australia. 
Crowley: Western Australia UP, 2007: 32. 
 

If nothing more, “[t]his study . . . found that criminal sanctions do not eradicate 

the extent of prostitution, but they do determine the structure of the sex industry and the 

conditions under which sexual services are sold” (Perkins 159). But the study, in addition 

to confirming much of what is already known about prostitutes, and specifically what is 

suggested by Diana’s data and observations, is that the age of first coitus, and a woman’s 

response to it appear to be positively related to her attitude toward prostitution. They cite 

a recent Australian study that reports nearly half of all sex workers experienced coitus 

before the age of sixteen compared to 11% for nurses and 8% for university students. 

Both Perkins et al. and Diana found that most prostitutes found early coitus to be a 

positive experience more often than negative. While others such as James and Meyerding 

“see it as part of a brutalizing process inevitably leading to prostitution” (Perkins 34), 

Perkins and Lovejoy state that “early coitus leads at least half of sex workers into 

becoming more comfortable and assertive with their sexual experiences, and helps them 
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to more easily perceive sex as a commercial commodity, rather than as a purely 

emotional experience. . . a phenomenon that is hard to ignore and one in which all 

researchers agree could be a predisposing factor in the woman’s entrance into 

prostitution” (34).  

Perkins et al. also find the age of first coitus to be significant factor for the 

predisposition of women entering prostitution in agreement with a recent Australian 

study that reports nearly half of all sex workers experienced coitus before the age of 

sixteen compared to 11% for nurses and 8% for university students. In addition, both 

Perkins et al. and Diana found that most prostitutes found early coitus to be a positive 

experience more often than negative. Perkins and Lovejoy come to the conclusion that 

more than half of sex workers who experience early coitus become more comfortable and 

assertive in their approach to sex, which contributes to their perception of sex as a 

commodity, instead of a purely emotional experience. Perkins and Lovejoy claim that this 

may be a significant factor predisposing many women to enter prostitution (34). 

Stein 

The findings of the third study presented here were conducted and authored by 

Martha Stein and involved 64 call girls and 1242 clients over four years ending in 1972. 

It was published in 1974 and endorsed by Wardell Pomeroy, co-author of the frequently 

cited Kinsey reports of 1948.  

Rather than profiling the social and psychological traits of individual prostitutes 

as previous studies had concentrated, Stein’s interest was specifically directed toward 

investigating the professional skills of call girls and the structure of their interactions with 

clients (12). While Stein considered researching as a participant observer, she decided to 
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make her observations through peepholes, one-way mirrors, and partly open doors. 

Although the call girls agreed to be observed and cooperate in the study, their clients, 

who remain anonymous, were unaware (13). The hallmark of Stein’s study is both her 

remarkable methodology and the innovative analysis of interactions between call girls 

and their clients, an aspect of prostitution that has rarely been documented. In addition to 

demographic data, Stein identified nine distinct personality profiles associated with 

clients she observed based on the motivations and expectations that they demonstrated in 

their encounters with “high class” prostitutes. 

Stein based her analysis on two primary principles. “The first is that the 

physiological and psychological elements of the sexual needs the client brings to the call 

girl are inextricable” (58). The second concept is that 

[i]f the call girl enables men to achieve sexual satisfaction and if in 

relieving sexual tensions she relieves psychological tensions as well, the 

process is necessarily restorative and therapeutic. The call girl should be 

viewed as a paraprofessional sexual therapist. (58) 
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Table 2 
What Do Prostitutes Do? 

 
Most Popular Sexual Services Requested by Customers (Diana 82) 
Fellatio   43% 
Fellatio & Coitus  25% 
Coitus Only   22% 
Hand Relief   4% 
Other    6% 
 
Most Popular Services Requested by Clients (Perkins 109) 
Service   Call Girls  Brothels 
Fellatio & Coitus  74%   81% 
Fellatio   30%   35% 
Coitus Only   28%   32% 
Hand Relief   18%   11% 
 
Most Popular Services Requested by Clients (Stein 94) 
Fellatio   83% 
Cunnilingus   43% 
Hand relief   n/a 
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III. METHODOLOGY 

Grounded Theory 

This study employs a grounded theory approach. Grounded theory methodology 

is a model building tool. Although it uses the same methods for data collection associated 

with more familiar ethnographic approaches, including personal interviews, field 

observations, and written texts of all kinds, it differs from traditional ethnography in its 

emphasis on theory development by combining inductive and deductive epistemologies 

(Strauss 274). Grounded theory is an approach that proceeds by simultaneously collecting 

data and generating theory as part of the same process, and by doing constant 

comparative analysis between the data collected and the emerging theory. It relies on 

dialectic between data gathering and theoretical analysis (DiNenno 72).  

At issue in this study are human qualities that are difficult to measure, such as 

trust, respect, and equality. Consequently, a quantitative approach would be inappropriate 

for this study. Grounded theory is a qualitative methodology based on the perspective of 

symbolic interactionism (Crotty 78). As such, it is designed to assist researchers in 

conceptualizing “patterns of action and interaction between and among various types of 

social units (i.e. actors)” (278). 

While grounded theory uses many of the same qualitative field research methods 

of ethnographic inquiry, its distinguishing characteristic is its focus on generating an 

appropriate theoretical perspective. It is a frequently used approach for studying deviant 
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behavior and prostitution in general (Williamson 14, DiNenno 72) and is especially 

useful when a researcher is seeking to quickly build a workable theoretical framework to 

describe a limited amount of data. As sociologist and professor Bob Dick of Southern 

Cross University in Australia states on his webpage, “What most differentiates grounded 

theory from much other research is that it is explicitly emergent.”  It is not designed to 

test a preconceived hypothesis, but to discover the theory implicit in the data-- to 

understand the research situation. “The aim, as Glaser in particular states it, is to discover 

the theory implicit in the data.” 

Grounded theory methodology was introduced by Glaser and Strass in 1967. 

While grounded theory and ethnography have taken different paths of development, the 

principles and practices that guide them can complement each other. For example, 

grounded theory can streamline ethnographic fieldwork, and ethnographic methods can 

prevent grounded theory from devolving into quick and dubious qualitative research 

(Charmaz 160). Although ethnographic methods alone may be adequate to support the 

stated hypothesis, a grounded theory approach provides the potential of building a 

theoretical framework. While a conventional ethnographic methodology may be used for 

data collection and presentation, a grounded research approach is followed to identify the 

social and economic variables that may help shape the types of interaction found in the 

Internet sexual solicitation community, as well as provide an appropriate scientific model 

to explain the phenomena. 

Grounded theory proceeds by collecting data, note taking, coding, sorting and 

categorizing, and writing, while simultaneously identifying, analyzing, and hypothesizing 

about how the variables and the resulting behavior might be related. The process is 
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initially inductive, collecting particulars in an attempt to make general conclusions, then 

testing those conclusions deductively in the mind’s eye to determine if they might be 

plausible. If one approaches grounded theory with an open mind, there is an inordinate 

amount of data at first. In order to identify the important variables, one must ask 

themselves some questions about what they are trying to identify and how their research 

situation differs from similar situations. Research questions that are useful for identifying 

key variables include: a) What is going on here?  b) What is important to the participants? 

From these variables, known models may be identified or new models synthesized to 

develop a workable theory that will answer the research questions adequately.  

Grounded theory begins with a research situation. My situation was to discover 

the social and economic characteristics of the Internet site that distinguish it from other 

prostitution venues, such as street prostitution, brothels, and personal ads in newspapers, 

and to develop a theory to accurately model how these variables contribute to the open 

atmosphere of respect and mutual understanding that appears to be a part of the 

transactions that occur between the participants. While the determination of the 

distinguishing variables alone is valuable, the identification of an appropriate theory to 

employ the variables in explaining the participant behavior is more useful. In addition, a 

model providing evidence that the participants were genuinely respectful of each other is 

even more desirable because this would demonstrate that acceptable prostitution reform 

was possible. 

Data Collection Site 

The traditional ethnography has always been associated with a physical place. 

This idea was not questioned until electronic communications, Internet technology, and 
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the rise of globalization began to produce special interest groups that were not dependent 

on a physical space. For the purposes of producing credible ethnographic research, the 

distinction between virtual and physical communities is no longer an issue. According to 

Wilson and Peterson, “an anthropological approach is well suited to investigate a 

continuum of communities, identities, and networks that exist – from the most cohesive 

to the most diffuse – regardless of the ways in which the community members interact” 

(457). The subject is a hybrid community where members interact with each other both 

online and face-to-face. 

There are special considerations that make Internet ethnographic research unique. 

One issue concerns the electronic nature of the cultural artifacts, and the other concerns 

the appropriate collection techniques required for online research. Computer Mediated 

Communication (CMC) is the term that describes the communication technology used to 

collect data from online sources (Mann 2). Online bulletin board venues offer an 

opportunity to observe a community of individuals interacting about a particular topic of 

interest to the researcher. CMC makes many otherwise difficult to identify and reach 

subjects accessible, and anonymity offers subjects the freedom to be frank and honest 

about socially subversive or illegal behavior (Mann 16-18).  

In this study, the online data collection site contains primarily text-based data, 

although some audio and video data was also available. In addition, each of the personal 

interviews was tape-recorded and transcribed. Consequently, almost all of the data 

collected was in the form of written text and could be examined using established 

methods of ethnographic, grounded theory, and discourse methodology. 
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Ethical Issues 

Important considerations unique to researching online communities, and 

especially applicable to the subjects of study because some are involved in illegal 

activities, are issues of identity. The nature of online communications and one of its 

defining characteristics that differentiates it from face-to-face communication is the 

physical distance between the subject and researcher. This separation introduces the 

potential for error due to misunderstanding and intentional deception by either the subject 

or the researcher. However, it is this same technology that is largely responsible for the 

existence of this online community to begin with, and it serves as a tool for the researcher 

to observe and study the participants.  

CMC and face-to-face (FTF) data collection methods each have important ethical 

considerations because they involve human subjects, but the issues are not identical 

because the circumstances and the technology involved differ. As in all human subject 

research, one must observe good ethical practices. As a general rule: 1) never deceive 

subjects; 2) never knowingly put subjects at risk; and 3) maximize public and private 

good while minimizing harm (Thomas 197). John Suler writes that researchers should be 

prepared to answer several questions about their research, including: 

1) Is the communication channel a public space, or is it operated privately 

with restricted access? 

2) Do the participants perceive the communication channel as being 

private? 

3) Is it possible for outsiders to find messages from the participants by 

using internal search engines? 
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4) Were the communications of the participants kept confidential in the 

records and reprints of the research? 

5) Has the researcher consulted colleagues about the ethical issues 

involved in the study? (Suler) 

Preserving the anonymity of the subjects was an essential consideration in the 

construction of the data collection procedure. Because an independent escort operates 

illegally, preserving her anonymity is a top priority. Losing her anonymity puts her at the 

mercy of stalkers, blackmailers, and legal authorities. Many escorts do not even tell their 

family, co-workers, friends, or neighbors about their employment. Similar considerations 

of anonymity apply to their clients, many of whom have a spouse or employer who would 

not approve. Losing one’s anonymity can spell serious trouble for both escorts and their 

clients.  

In order to maintain the anonymity of the participants, no identifying 

characteristics were solicited or disclosed. All names and personally identifying 

information have been omitted or disguised. Fake “work” names of the providers and 

screen names of the hobbyists have also been changed. All phone numbers, email 

addresses, and any other potentially identifying information have also been omitted, 

making it unlikely that anyone (except perhaps, fellow participants) could piece together 

enough information to identify any of the subjects.  

Data Collection 

I used various participant and non-participant methods of data collection 

including lurking, posting, emailing, chatting, and face-to-face interviews to describe and 

study the community of participants who come together at Indygirls.com. The first phase 
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of the ethnography was primarily non-participant data collection designed to produce a 

detailed descriptive analysis of the site in order to determine which features of this venue 

are unique compared to traditional prostitution venues. The second phase of data 

collection and interaction with members of this online community, hereafter referred to 

as “the board,” occurred during a twenty-one month period between April 6, 2007 and 

February 11, 2009. A record of searchable discussion threads goes back several years. 

During this time I was a frequent visitor, scanning the daily posts and saving screen shots 

of discussion threads with an Internet browser plug-in called Zotero. With Zotero, I was 

able to save, index, and recall more than 1700 individual discussion threads using a 

variety of tags and keywords assigned to each thread. Although I made several posts, 

most of the data collected from the site was in the form of written communications 

between the participants which I observed from day to day, or retrieved from key word 

searches from the archive of thousands of discussion threads.  

In order to comply with IRB research requirements, I selected a screen name that 

contained the word “ethnographer” to indicate my status as a student researcher at FAU, 

and presented an abridged version of my thesis proposal abstract in my personal profile 

for all to see. In addition, I added a signature line to all my communications that 

included, “By the way, this may become part of my Ph.D. dissertation. (Of course, all 

names and places will be changed to protect the innocent -- and the guilty!)” While some 

members were cautious of me, perhaps suspecting that I might be with the police or news 

media, others were curious, and a few seemed anxious to find someone who might listen 

to their story. 
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The scope of the data collection was initially large. The aim was to consider the 

widest variety of situations, participants, and means of communication feasible. As each 

scenario was investigated more deeply, I began to develop a better understanding, and 

common elements of distinction between the samples began to appear. I attended several 

“get togethers” (GTs) where members of the board meet in person to get to know and 

socialize with each other as a group. Most GTs were held in public restaurants; often a 

private room was reserved; some were held at private clubs and personal homes. 

Occasionally, an entrance fee was collected to pay for door prizes or food at private 

venues. Several of the GTs raised money for charities. One raised money for Toys-for-

Tots during the holiday season; another raised money for one of the service providers 

who was in financial need and unable to work. At these events, several providers also 

auctioned “dates” to hobbyists to raise money for the charity, in addition to the entrance 

fee. I also met weekly during the summer of 2007 at the local batting cages to practice for 

the board’s softball team, “The Big Bangers.” A handful of members would show each 

week to hit balls--mostly hobbyists, but occasionally one or two providers would attend. 

Afterwards, we would often get something to eat together. Once, I was invited to one of 

the hobbyist’s houses to watch the holiday parade from his balcony with several other 

hobbyists and providers who I had already met in person, either from previous GTs or the 

batting cages. Because I did not participate in the sexual activities typically part of 

relationship development and gradual trust in this community, these meetings were 

critical in establishing my reputation as someone who could be trusted and in whom 

board members could confide. 
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In addition to the two preliminary interviews, I interviewed five additional 

providers from the site, for which I paid them each their posted hourly rate. Because I 

wanted to get information from experts in the field, I contacted ten of the most vocal, 

articulate, and experienced providers on the board, and six agreed to meet with me. While 

the transcripts at the board covered practically every question I could formulate, the 

information obtained in these interviews was useful in rounding out my perspective of the 

site, since a majority of the posts at the site are those of hobbyists. Next, the interviews 

allowed me to confirm the validity of the comments made at the board. Finally, the 

interviews provided an opportunity for providers to express aspects of their activities that 

might be to their disadvantage if discussed in public. 

Organizing and Analyzing the Data 

Initially, I organized and coded the data I collected according to the subject of 

discussion.  I created over 100 categories including: advertisements; business and 

customer service; busts and law enforcement; disputes; flames and reprimands; friendly 

advice and etiquette; gender inequality; guy talk; help to members; hobbyists; jokes; 

GFE-PSE;  in search of; marriage and love; missing you; personal updates; moderator; 

new participants; participants leaving; philosophy; photos; privacy issues; providers; 

questions and help; reviews; rules, fairness and rates; say something nice; scolding of 

hobbyists by providers; scolding of providers by hobbyists; sex issues and advice; thank 

you and sorry; votes and polls; wives and cheating. While this proved to be an effective 

way to save and recall the discussion threads, it did not prove to be effective for 

identifying what was important. 
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After three months of data collecting, reading hundreds of pages of transcription 

interviews, and organizing thousands of discussion threads, I then began my analysis. 

This fundamentally involved answering Charmatz and Mitchell’s twelve generic 

grounded research questions (see Appendix 4). Although answering each of the grounded 

research questions contributed to a better understanding of the community, I found that 

the question “what do the participants pay attention to?” was key. By carefully examining 

the data, it soon became apparent that an important aspect of communication at the site 

was the inordinate amount of attention directed toward protecting each other’s anonymity 

and the reputation of their own persona at the site. However, the inordinate amount of 

seemingly meaningless small talk was perplexing because this is contrary to what one 

would expect from those who wish to conceal their identity. After reading and reviewing 

the transcripts and the threads several times over, I gradually came to realize that it was 

not “what” the participants were talking about, but “how” they were talking to each other 

that led to the identification of these variables; because, as it turned out, the key variables 

(reputation, trust, and respect) were rarely mentioned by name in the data. While 

anonymity and reputation are generally thought of as mutually exclusive in the physical 

world, participants at the board are able to simultaneously maintain each of these two 

qualities about themselves by establishing virtual screen names. I came to realize that 

what often seemed to be inconsequential small talk were actually signals used to 

announce each other’s presence in an effort to prove that each was a genuine participant 

who could be trusted by others to behave as expected. The community employed a 

reputation system for generating trust and cooperation among the participants, resulting 
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in the presence of extraordinary respect and mutual understanding compared to other 

prostitution venues. 

Literature and Other  Data 

An important aspect regarding grounded research methodology is how to handle 

existing literature. Literature is treated like any other data. “It is not given a position of 

privilege when compared to data” (Dick 2009). During the beginning of the study, it is 

not possible to know what literature will turn out to be relevant. Although a detailed 

literature review was compiled during the research proposal process, other than defining 

the terms of the thesis statement and research question, the data collected suggested an 

entirely new body of literature centered on economic and legal scholarship, which 

occupied only a minor part of the original literature review, and literature about game and 

signaling theory, which was completely absent. 

However, I believe one aspect of the literature should be introduced immediately 

because it deals with the technical terms of the research. Currently, prostitution in the 

United States is among a special class of transactions that are deemed inappropriate for 

market exchange. Although there is a considerable amount of literature that addresses the 

problems with prostitution, what is wrong with it, and why it should be prohibited, there 

is far less literature which pays attention to exactly what it is about money that corrupts 

an otherwise common, frequently encouraged, and often desired exchange. How does 

money produce the acute stigma absent from other transactions forbidden from the 

market such as dangerous drugs, human organs, or babies? What are the legal and 

economic justifications for prohibiting consensual exchanges? Are the legal, economic, 

or philosophical justifications used to severely restrict the sale of dangerous drugs, 
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human organs, or babies applied to prostitution? And if so, what is it about prostitution 

that contributes to the acute stigma upon it which is absent from other transactions 

forbidden in the market? What has caused the similar stigma formerly applied to women 

who danced or acted in public to vanish? The answers to these questions are necessary to 

anticipate possible peripheral effects from a change in prostitution policy. This is the 

concern of the next chapter. 
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IV. COMMODIFICATION OF SEXUAL LABOR 

How does money transform the context of consensual sex from one of the most 

natural and pleasurable of activities into one of the most reviled, degrading, and filthy of 

human actions? Almost every other kind of personal service can be sold. In an age when 

everything has its price, it is curious why selling sexual services isn’t yet legitimate. 

What is it about the open exchange of sex for money that makes it bad or wrong, 

especially for women?  

The purpose of this section is to review the general legal, economic and moral 

justifications that promote free market exchange and commodification of typical goods 

and services and compare these parameters with those that apply to prostitution in order 

to better understand the technical reasons for its exceptional status under the law.  The 

first section highlights frequently cited objections to prostitution. The second section 

compares market and gift exchanges and describes the unique affect that each has on the 

nature of the items exchanged and the participants involved. The third section introduces 

the concept of Pareto efficiency used by economists to gauge the justness of market 

exchanges, called allocative efficiency, and the conditions under which free markets may 

fail to produce equitable distributions of economic power and material resources. The 

fifth section describes how laws can be evoked to reduce market failure and promote 

distributive justice by deciding on entitlements, and instituting property, liability, and 

inalienability rules to protect them. The seventh and eighth sections discuss the 
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implication of coercive and corruptive exchanges in relation to prostitution. Finally, the 

last sections introduce the concept of incomplete commodification and discuss its 

application to a realistic framework to better understand sexual exchange of all kinds. 

What’s Wrong with Prostitution? 

The most common condemnation of prostitution is that it is intrinsically wrong. 

But unlike acts such as assault or murder, the prostitute acts immorally even if neither she 

nor her customer is harmed. Some argue that prostitution is physically harmful to the 

individuals that engage in it. Buying and selling sexual services usually requires that both 

the prostitute and the client engage in sexual activities with strangers. In this situation 

prostitution may pose physical harm to both parties including sexually transmitted 

diseases, and women have the additional risk of pregnancy, as well as assault and battery 

from sadistic customers (Ericsson 342). Prostitutes work clandestinely where it is 

condemned or illegal, often without the social and state support that protect others from 

harm and exploitation in the marketplace. And especially where prostitution is a criminal 

offense, they must often turn to organized crime for protection (Messerschmidt 93, 

Richards 1216). However, almost every type of work poses risks and undesirable 

consequences. Coal miners, soldiers, and nuclear industry workers labor under conditions 

known to be hazardous and often deadly. When a football player or ballet dancer offers 

his or her athletic abilities for sale they forfeit control over their body for the interests and 

desires of others. Compared to the prostitute who works independently and has the 

freedom to improvise and refuse requests for action as she sees fit, the professional 

athlete must contend with all the formal rules of the game, coaches, teammates, and fans. 
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Another argument is that prostitution is exploitative because it entails using one 

for a means rather than an end (Richards 1255, Schwarzenbach 112, Tong 49). Prostitutes 

sell their sexual labor; they rent their vagina or other endowment just as the “mover sells 

his muscles, the model her beauty, and the lawyer his legal talents” (Tong 43). But how is 

selling sex any different than selling any other personal service? Some contend that there 

is little difference (to the provider) between the task of a nurse’s aid (e.g. tending to the 

bodily needs of a disabled patient) and a hooker (e.g. masturbating her client) (Ericsson 

342). Consensual sex is always a negotiated exchange, whether it is the result of courting 

(gratuitous), a marriage (contractual), or material gain (mercenary).  

Others believe that prostitution violates standards of society of what can be justly 

sold in the marketplace (Anderson 143). This argument is based on the claim that some 

things are priceless such as life, citizenship rights, and friendship, and the sale of such 

things transforms the nature of what is being sold (Satz 70). The sale of love and 

friendship, affection and intimacy are not appropriate for market exchange. Sex between 

two people who care for each other can be both a physically and emotionally intimate 

experience. Sexual intercourse is a way to become closer in a relationship already filled 

with intimacies (Ericsson 339). However, as Ericsson writes, the notion that sex without 

affection is “not good” is unfounded. Granted that mercenary sex may be of lesser quality 

than that between two lovers, the sex lives of most ordinary people also fall below the 

romantic ideal (339). Sexual release is a satisfaction of a basic need, with or without love. 

And it is quite possible for the sexual services of an experienced prostitute to surpass the 

routine bedroom variety, no less impoverished than masturbation, and probably better 

than the typically affectionless intercourse between many a husband and wife (340). He 
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contends that most couples are not lovers, and only a small proportion of sex deserves to 

be described as romantic. In fact, many do not have a sex partner. So, “[w] hat is the 

point of comparing the ideal sex life of the sentimentalist with the sexual services of 

prostitutes in the case of someone whose only alternative to the latter is masturbation” 

(339-340)? Ericsson argues that it is wrong to prohibit fulfillment of sexual needs in the 

marketplace any more than it is wrong to prohibit the sale of other basic needs such as 

food, clothing, or shelter. Those willing to offer it in exchange for some other personal 

benefit should not be prohibited from doing so (341). Unlike affection, which is 

emotional and subjective and often irrational, sex is physical, objective and rational. One 

may not be able to choose who he or she falls in love with, but sex can be a carefully 

calculated choice.  

The idea of prostitution is disturbing to many because it suggests that sex and 

intimacy are not intrinsically bound. According to an opinion by the United States 

Supreme Court in 1908, prostitution 

refers to the women who for hire, or without hire offer their bodies to 

indiscriminate intercourse with men. The lives and example of such 

persons are in hostility to the idea of the family, as consisting in and 

springing from the union for life of one man and one woman in the holy 

estate of matrimony; the sure foundation of all that is stable and noble in 

our civilization, the best guaranty of that reverent morality which is the 

source of all beneficent progress in social and political improvement. 

(Richards 1219) 
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Although prostitution as a commercial activity is not a requisite element in the Supreme 

Court’s definition, the prohibition of female promiscuity is quite clear: indiscriminate 

sex, in isolation of sentimental attachments supposedly perfected in monogamous 

marriages, is immoral (1219). Prostitution is intrinsically wrong because it is a threat to 

the family (Ericsson 337). However, others have argued that the patriarchal family 

depends upon prostitution. St. Augustine and St. Thomas supported prostitution by 

justifying it as a necessary for protecting the marital procreation unit. They reasoned that 

prostitutes relieved the temptation of many unmarried men incapable of celibacy from 

seducing virgins and married women, and served married men incapable of fidelity from 

neglecting their procreational duties within the family (Richards 1210-1211). 

While marriage is promoted as both the ultimate expression of romantic love and 

the most intimate context for sex, the reality usually falls far short. According to feminist 

Emma Goldman, whatever affections develop out of marriage are usually in spite of it, 

not because of it (208). Even after arranged marriage fell out of favor, the social penalties 

and prohibitions against premarital sex drove couples to matrimony. According to 

Frederick Engels, the nineteenth-century political theorist and sponsor of Karl Marx,  a 

sexual relationship based on economic considerations often makes a wife or girlfriend 

just as much a whore as a prostitute. He wrote that a 

marriage of convenience often enough turns into the crassest of 

prostitution—sometimes on both sides, but much more generally on the 

part of the wife, who differs only from the ordinary courtesan only in that 

she does not hire out her body, like a wage worker, on piece work, but 

sells it into slavery once and for all. (79) 
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Generic Form of the Commodity 

In our society, “prostitution is not merely a criminalized sexual activity but also 

an economic exchange, one that describes the line in society between what must be given 

as a gift and what may be exchanged as a commodity” (Prasad 182). Imagine two 

strangers, a man and a woman, who meet at a bar. She invites him home with her; they 

have an intimate evening, and in the morning he leaves behind a $100 bill on the night 

stand. Or imagine the situation reversed: he invites her to his home and she leaves a $100 

bill for him when she departs. How does the money change the event? Is it prostitution? 

Conceptualizing sex as a market commodity is a useful perspective for understanding 

prostitution. The purpose of this section is to explain how money transforms the 

interpersonal meaning of a sexual exchange, as well as the social and economic 

consequences and side effects of limiting explicit sexual exchange in the marketplace.  

Historically, sexual exchange has been discouraged in the marketplace and largely 

confined to the sphere of gift exchange. Typically, when sex is exchanged as a gift, the 

transaction focuses on the unique qualities of participants, mutual satisfaction, and a 

future relationship. As a gift, the event implies certain rights and obligations that each 

participant must honor. Gift exchange emphasizes personal relationships, reciprocity, and 

duty. It “presupposes and reaffirms relationships, and does so based on unspoken codes 

and rules” (Prasad 184). As a gift, “[n]oncommodified sex ideally diminishes 

separateness; it is conceived of as a union because it is ideally a sharing of selves” (Radin 

1908).  

Prior to the existence of money, individuals in premarket societies exchanged 

goods and services between each other as gifts in what anthropologists have called 
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“moral” or “gift” economies. The idea of the gift economy was introduced by Lewis 

Morgan (1877), and developed by Bronisław Malinowski (1915), Marcel Mauss (1923), 

and Claude Levi-Strauss (1949). Working with North and South American Indians and 

Polynesian islanders, these anthropologists discovered an economic system forgotten by 

most Europeans. A gift economy is often difficult to comprehend because it is so 

antithetical to a market economy. As cultural anthropologist Chris Gregory states, “The 

gift economy is a debt economy” (Gifts and Commodities 19). Gift giving creates a debt 

to be repaid. Contrary to popular belief, gifts are not free from obligation. Parties to a gift 

relation are obligated to give, receive, and repay. So when articles are exchanged as gifts, 

there remains, with one party or the other, an excess which is accounted for socially by a 

kind of reciprocal indebtedness. In this relationship, the “giver acquires some sort of 

superiority over the receiver” (Thomas 14).  

In other words, gift giving places the debtor in a subordinate position. . . . 

Gift exchange is a means by which the relations of domination and control 

are established in a clan-based economy. . . . The aim of a transactor in 

such an economy is to acquire as many gift-debtors as he possibly can and 

not to maximize profit, as it is in a commodity exchange. What a gift 

transactor desires is the personal relationship that the exchange of gifts 

creates, and not the things themselves. (Gregory, Gifts and Commodities 

19)  

What distinguishes gift exchange from commodity exchange is the property of 

inalienability. In a commodity economy there is a strong distinction between objects and 

persons through the notion of private property. Unlike a commercial exchange where 
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objects are alienable and ownership is fully transferred when an object is sold; in a gift 

economy, the giver of the object continues to have an interest in the person who 

possesses the object. Because the identity of the giver is tied to the object, gifts have a 

power to compel the recipient to reciprocate. Since gifts are inalienable they must be 

remunerated. Gift giving creates a gift-debt that must be settled which leads to an 

interdependence between the giver and recipient (Douglas vii). 

In contrast, parties to market transactions are characterized by a high degree of 

anonymity, independence, and disinterestedness in each other except for what each has to 

offer to the other party (Haug 14). Neither party is linked to each other in any enduring or 

personal way. Nor does either party have any obligation to each other after the 

transaction has concluded (Carrier 11). Commodity exchange emphasizes things, 

personal anonymity, and independence. When sex is exchanged in the marketplace, the 

participants are relieved of any future obligation to each other after the transaction is 

complete.  

Because market transactions can be completed so as to leave no unpaid 

debts on either side, they leave the parties free to switch trading partners at 

any time. The impersonality of market transactions defines a sphere of 

freedom from personal ties and obligations. Impersonal freedom also 

implies that one need not exhibit specific social characteristics or invoke 

special relationships to gain access to the goods traded on the market. 

Money income, not one’s social status, characteristics, or relationships, 

determines one’s access to commodities. (Anderson, Value in Ethics 145) 
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The commodity form is the hallmark of capitalist economies. It comes into being 

when something attains a monetary value, and permits us to quantify almost every aspect 

of our life so we can easily exchange the fruit of our labor with others. The commodity 

form is present in anything that is for sale, produced for sale, or is contemplated in terms 

of market rhetoric. Once something attains the status of a commodity, it stands in relation 

to other things and people in a new way. Although its physical properties do not change, 

its relation to all other things of value is transformed. 

At first glance, a commodity appears to be straightforward. It is something that 

can be bought or sold. In the business world, commodities are also valued for their utility 

in making other commodities. While commodities are often physical products such as 

petroleum, metal ores, and computer chips, they can also appear in less tangible forms 

such as electricity or downloadable music files. Human services can be sold as 

commodities either by the hour or by the task. Lawyers, accountants, and hourly workers 

exchange their labor as a commodity in units of time. Others such as doctors, actors, and 

street vendors often exchange the value of their efforts by the unit of production – 

project, performance, or piece. 

In order for commodity exchange to occur, someone must have a surplus of 

something to exchange, and someone else must have a desire for that surplus. In addition, 

there must be a way to equate one good in terms of another. For example, in order to 

exchange apples and oranges we must agree on the equivalence between them. How 

many apples are equivalent in value to one orange? In order for an equivalence to be 

established, it must be possible to express each in terms of a third commodity. If it has 

previously been established that one apple is equivalent to three ears of corn, and two 
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oranges are equivalent to three ears of corn, then one apple can be fairly exchanged for 

two oranges based on the common denominator of corn. 

In order for two different types of goods to be exchanged, they must have a 

common quality. Marx and the economists of his day discovered that human labor is the 

element common to all market commodities and expressed this relation in what is called 

the “labor theory of value” to explain what makes exchange of dissimilar things possible. 

The exchange ratio of two commodities depends on the relative amount of labor required 

to produce each of them. For example, for corn and iron to be fairly exchanged, there 

must be a third element common to both. This common element is human labor. If a 

pound of iron takes twice as much labor to produce as a pound of corn, then a pound of 

iron can be exchanged for two pounds of corn. While money has replaced labor as the 

abstract mediator of exchange in today’s sophisticated economies, according to Marx, 

money is simply “congealed labor” (Marx 46). 

Money is the universal element of equivalence. It serves to equate dissimilar 

items by abstracting their value in terms of itself (Haug 13). Goldman and Wilson 

describe the course of commodification as a three phase process: abstraction, 

equivalence, and reification (123). The first step in the process of transformation is 

abstraction. It occurs when the use value of a thing (its value in use, or usefulness to its 

possessor) is overcome by its value in exchange (its market value, or how it is valued by 

others). Human labor must be conceptually detached from the individual who possesses it 

in order to be considered for exchange (Young 51). Upon attaining an abstract exchange 

value, a commodity immediately becomes equivalent to all other commodities in 

proportion to the amount of human labor necessary to produce them. Reification is the 
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final phase of the commodification process. It results when human labor is treated as a 

quantitative part of the commodity rather than a quality of an individual. From the 

perspective of production, the product of an individual’s labor becomes the receptacle of 

that labor (Marx 83). When an individual’s labor is alienated from himself or herself, it 

estranges people from each other. Rather than relating to each other in terms of who they 

are and what they do, individuals are compelled to identify with each other in terms of 

the commodities that they purchase, own, and consume. The result is that “[i]ndividuals 

and human activities become produced and valued according to their value in exchange” 

(Young 25). 

Three general consequences result from the commodity form in capitalist 

societies. The commodity form ‘universalizes’ social relations. Formalized 

standards and rules of the market are imposed upon relations to effect a 

quantitative, standardized process of exchange. The commodity form 

‘atomizes’ social relations, dissolving traditional forms of social 

reciprocity. . . . A third consequence of commodification arises from the 

fact that, when labor becomes a commodity, its value appears to be a 

property of the commodity itself rather than a relation of which labor now 

forms a part. . . . Social relations, the outcome of human agency, thus take 

on the appearance of objects. The social relations are ‘reified’. (Goldman, 

Reading Ads Socially 20-21) 

Spheres of Exchange 

According to Walzer, not all things are, or ought to be, perfectly exchangeable 

with each other. Even money, the most flexible medium of exchange, ought to be limited 
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to the sphere of the market because it is not always appropriate in other spheres such as 

religious, political, familial, and scholarly exchanges. He contends that in order for a 

system of distributive justice to be maintained, dominant goods, such as money, must be 

regulated by restricting them from excessive influence in other spheres of exchange. For 

example, the U.S. Bill of Rights outlines a series of inalienable entitlements that are 

necessary to keep those powerful in one sphere of exchange from dominating those in 

other spheres of exchange (283). Prohibiting the direct use of money as an exchange for 

political influence is necessary to limit the influence of those powerful in one sphere from 

dominating those in another sphere. Similarly, undue political influence may threaten to 

corrupt scholarly and scientific exchanges. 

The nature of other market exchanges may corrupt what is being sold. As the 

popular credit card slogan goes, “there are some things that money can’t buy.” Some 

things are priceless such as life, citizenship, and friendship, and the sale of such things 

transforms the nature of what is being sold (Satz 70). Friendship and love defy market 

exchange because as a function of the highest bidder they lose the qualities of loyalty and 

affection that are intrinsic to their value. Political votes are prohibited from market 

exchange because our ideal of democracy would be diminished if ballots could be 

purchased in the political sphere by those who dominated the monetary sphere. However, 

donations to political parties are permitted as forms of free speech. 

Some interactions are limited to very narrow spheres of exchange, or may be 

prohibited completely not only to preserve their intrinsic value, but for paternalistic or 

fair market consideration. For example, potentially harmful drugs with beneficial medical 

uses may be limited to special markets regulated by physicians to ensure that they are 
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safely administered and not abused. The sale of children and human organs may also be 

prohibited from free markets in order to discourage desperate exchanges; however, they 

may be made available through non-market spheres of exchange where money is not the 

primary denominator, such as adoption agencies and organ donor associations. But if the 

supply available in a condoned sphere is inadequate for the demand, an underground or 

black market will emerge (Walzer 100). For example, dangerous but desirable drugs such 

as heroin, when prohibited in all legal spheres of exchange, may be found in the sphere of 

last resort--the black market. 

Distributive Justice / Pareto Efficiency 

Unless specifically declared, everything in society is exchangeable in the market 

by default. A thing, attribute, entitlement, or right that may be separated from its owner is 

labeled “alienable.” Goods and services that are blocked from being traded in the market, 

but are permitted to be exchanged as gifts, are called “market-inalienable.” This category 

of exchange is problematic for economic analysis because it represents a market anomaly 

(Radin 1987). According to Radin, market inalienability runs counter to a central 

entitlement of traditional property rights—that of being fully alienable. Because of this, 

the prohibition of sales but not gift exchanges is “an exception that must be legislated 

through paternalistic limitations on freedom” (1853-1854). 

Thinking about commodities in terms of ownership is useful because property 

rights are the foundation of our legal and political system. The inalienable right to life, 

liberty, and property espoused by John Locke underlies the traditional liberal (libertarian) 

allegiance to the market. But unlike the inalienable rights above, private property itself 
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must be fully alienable, and must be accompanied by an environment where negotiations 

and exchanges can occur without coercion in order for free markets to function fairly.  

The fundamental political mechanism required for a properly functioning market 

in commodities is the right to own private property and the freedom to contract and 

dispose of it as one desires (Radin 1888). Being able to dispose of the fruits of our own 

labor is one of the most fundamental of those rights. Freedom of contract is the legal 

doctrine that defends the ability of individuals to freely bargain amongst themselves the 

terms of their own contracts, without government interference.  

Blocked exchanges are problematic in capitalist societies because well-

functioning free markets are believed to be the most impartial means of mediating 

exchange. Defenders of free markets claim that prohibiting particular free market 

exchanges violates the principle of liberal neutrality because the state should not legislate 

any conception of value. While regulating exchanges to better promote social justice are 

allowable, prohibiting market activity is incompatible with liberal neutrality (Satz 111-

112). Orthodox economic assumptions that the competitive market is the ideal allocative 

mechanism for a free and private market hold that “state ‘interference’ with the market is 

generally undesirable and in need of special justification such as the demonstration of 

market failure” (Wiegers 201). 

Underlying the faithful dedication to the independence and autonomy of the 

market is the belief that it embodies the most just mechanism for the distribution of 

economic power and material resources. The economic concept of social justice is 

allocative efficiency. The premise is that when resources are distributed to those who pay 

the highest price, those resources will be utilized most efficiently. The economic test 
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most relevant for determining individual justice in the marketplace is the concept of 

Pareto efficiency.  An exchange is considered Pareto optimal if no one can be made any 

better off without making someone else worse off (Romer 50-51). An allocation such as 

goods or income, is Pareto efficient when no further Pareto improvements can be made.  

However, a transaction, policy, or decision that disadvantages one or more parties 

can still be Pareto efficient if those who benefit by the transaction compensate the losers, 

and are still better off. Because a Pareto optimal outcome means that no one will be any 

worse off, “the standard of Pareto efficiency is presumed by many to be ethically and 

politically uncontroversial” (Wiegers 187) because under idealized conditions it can be 

shown that a system of free markets will lead to a Pareto efficient outcome under the 

“The First Welfare Theorem” demonstrated mathematically by Nobel Prize winning 

economists Kenneth Arrow and Gerard Debreu (Pareto Efficiency). 

 Consequently, the first priority of liberal capitalist governments is to maintain 

conditions for free markets. According to free market advocates, a market free from 

coercion is a basic requirement of a just and well functioning economy.  

There [must be] in the operation of the market no compulsion and 

coercion. . . .The market directs the individual’s activities into those 

channels in which he best serves the wants of his fellow men. . . . 

Everybody acts on his own behalf; but everybody’s actions aim at the 

satisfaction of other people’s needs as well as at the satisfaction of his 

own. (von Mises 257) 

The social justification advocating limited government intervention in the market 

is that the level of supply and demand, as they are determined in a market that is free 
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from government or individual coercion, will produce the most equitable distribution of 

resources. This idea is most famously articulated in the description of the “invisible 

hand” by economist Adam Smith in The Wealth of Nations. He reasoned that an 

individual pursuing his own self-interest tends also to promote the good of his 

community as a whole by arguing that the total revenue of society is greatest when the 

sum of the individual revenues that contribute to the whole are maximized (14). 

“Through the process of voluntary exchange, parties are presumed to enhance their 

mutual welfare relative to their position prior to bargaining” (Wiegers 173). 

According to the free market rhetoric, the scope of the market to commodify 

interaction between people is unlimited by default. “Under the market paradigm, the rule 

is that all things of value are market alienable and therefore suitable for commodification, 

unless specifically exempt by law” (Radin 1987). This notion of unfettered exchange of 

things of value is described by legal scholar Margaret Radin as universal 

commodification. Under universal commodification the scope of the market is unlimited 

and therefore, in theory, encompasses all transactions. From this perspective, all 

inalienabilities reduce to market inalienabilities, so market theory and failure analysis is 

sufficient to  

determine when things should not be bought and sold. . . . Broadly 

construed, commodification includes not only actual buying and selling, 

but also market rhetoric, the practice of thinking about interactions as if 

they were sale transactions, and market methodology, the use of monetary 

cost benefit analysis to judge these interactions. (Radin 1859) 
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Market Failure 

But real markets are not perfect markets: markets in all goods do not exist, some 

markets are not very competitive, transaction costs are not always negligible, externalities 

exist, and participants are not always well-informed. Consequently, markets do not 

always produce socially beneficial outcomes, even in terms of market rhetoric. 

Economists call an inefficient market outcome a market failure. Market failure is a 

situation where “the individual pursuit of self-interest leads to bad results for society as a 

whole” (Krugman 3). 

According to economists, market failure is the result of transaction deficiencies. 

The most common include: coercion, information asymmetries, and externalities 

(Wiegers 173). Coercion occurs in situations of monopoly, where a substantial difference 

in bargaining positions exists between buyers and sellers (Market Failures). Anti-trust 

laws and anti-discrimination laws exist to reduce coercion and asymmetry of power in the 

market when it is likely to result in market failure. Information asymmetry occurs when 

the buyer and seller of a commodity have unequal knowledge about a commodity’s 

attributes, the circumstances of the exchange, or the trustworthiness of the other (Borooah 

12-13). Externalities are costs or benefits associated with the transaction that affect 

others, but are not accounted for by either of the transacting parties. When any of these 

conditions exists, the potential for a Pareto optimal outcome is reduced, and cooperation 

of rational individuals may no longer result in the greatest social benefit.  

According to laissez faire economic policy, government’s role in markets is to 

intervene only when the markets fail to produce Pareto optimal results. First and 

foremost, the power of the state is to enforce negative liberty by ensuring the freedom of 



 

 

82 

buyers and sellers to negotiate and trade their property as long as others are not harmed 

by their actions. Second, laws and social norms are necessary to minimize market failure 

by deterring theft, deception, and coercion in an effort to encourage socially beneficial 

cooperation and outcomes that would otherwise not result because of imperfect markets. 

Government attempts to correct for market failures in the form of taxes subsidies, and 

regulations are common justifications for intervention in free markets.  

Property Rules, Liability Rules, and Inalienability 

In the absence of law, whoever is stronger or shrewder will prevail. A basic 

function of the law is to decide who will prevail. It does this by granting an entitlement to 

one party or the other, such as the entitlement to own property or not, to pollute versus 

the entitlement to clean air and water, the entitlement to sell sex, or the entitlement to 

have no market in sex. 

Deciding who to entitle may be justified in terms of economic efficiency, 

distributional preference, or other justifications such as the relative worthiness of the 

opposing parties, or the consistency of the decision with other existing entitlements. Once 

the state has determined who to entitle, it must next decide how to protect the entitlement, 

and whether to allow individuals to sell or trade the entitlement. The state must decide 

not only who should prevail, but how to enforce its decision. 

According to legal scholars Calabresi and Melamed, there are three primary types 

of entitlements: those protected by property rules, those protected by liability rules, and 

those that are inalienable. An entitlement protected by a property rule may only be 

separated from its owner through a sale voluntarily approved by the seller. Liability rules 

are invoked when an entitlement is taken or destroyed, and inalienability rules require the 
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state to decide not only “who is to own something, what price is to be paid if it is taken or 

destroyed, but also regulates its sale -- by, for example, prescribing preconditions for a 

valid sale or forbidding a sale altogether” (1111).  

The justification for choosing how an entitlement is protected is often one of 

economic efficiency, or Pareto optimality. Since property rules generally require the least 

amount of state intervention, they are preferred when no other considerations are 

necessary. It might seem that the most efficient determination would be to treat all 

entitlements as private property protected by property rules. This would minimize 

administrative costs and state intervention by relegating these costs to the market. 

Property rules only require the state to protect and enforce the initial entitlements, and 

enforce voluntary contracts (1106). Although this reason will never justify anything 

except letting the stronger win, administrative efficiency is taken into account when no 

other reason is compelling. 

Entitlements are often protected by liability rules rather than property rules if a 

market valuation is unavailable or more expensive than an alternative valuation (1110). A 

liability rule enables the government to determine the price for an entitlement that has 

been taken or destroyed. For example, see Zelizer regarding the case where the court 

ruled to compensate the husband for the loss of sexual access to his injured wife (831-

832). Liability rules are preferable on efficiency grounds when the cost of valuing the 

entitlement by market negotiation is so great that a beneficial transfer would not take 

place without a collective valuation (Calabresi 1106). Eminent domain and auto accidents 

are two cases where liability rules are more efficient than property rules (1108).  
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An entitlement is inalienable if the transfer between a willing buyer and a willing 

seller is prohibited. Unlike property and liability rules, inalienability rules not only entitle 

and protect, but they also limit or regulate a good. Inalienable entitlements are also 

sometimes imposed for efficiency reasons. This occurs in the case of pollution, where 

transactions would create substantial costs to third parties if not blocked. External costs 

may also justify inalienation when they cannot be measured objectively or non arbitrarily 

(1111). “Such external costs are often called moralisms” (1112). For example, 

If Taney is allowed to sell himself into slavery, or to take undue risks of 

becoming penniless, or to sell a kidney, Marshall may be harmed, simply 

because Marshall is a sensitive man who is made unhappy by seeing 

slaves, paupers, or persons who die because they sold a kidney. . . . 

Marshall could pay Taney not to sell his freedom to Chase the slaveowner; 

but [. . .] because Marshall is not one but many individuals, freeloader and 

information costs make such transactions practically impossible. (1112) 

Paternalistic reasons may also be used to justify inalienability. Paternalism is 

invoked when the restricted party is presumed not to know what is best for them, and is 

usually reserved for minors or others who may be temporarily incapacitated, but also 

used as a reason for prohibiting prostitution.  

While each of these rules is distinct in itself, most goods are protected by more 

than one rule. For example,  

Taney’s house may be protected by a property rule in situations where 

Marshall wishes to purchase it, by a liability rule where the government 
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decides to take it by eminent domain, and by a rule of inalienation in 

situations where Taney is drunk or incompetent. (1093) 

Alienation rules also affect distributional goals.  

Whether an entitlement may be sold or not often affects directly who is 

richer and who is poorer. Prohibiting the sale of babies makes poorer those 

who can cheaply produce babies and richer those who through some 

nonmarket device get a free ‘unwanted’ baby. . . . Favoring the specific 

group that has benefited may or may not have been the reason for the 

prohibition on bargaining. What is important is that, regardless of the 

reason for barring a contract, a group did gain from the prohibition. . . . 

Whether an entitlement may be sold or not often affects directly who is 

richer and who is poorer. (1114)  

While this may not be the intent of the prohibition, one group may gain at the expense of 

another. For example, all other things being equal, an initial entitlement allowing the sale 

of sex will advantage those most endowed with sexual power and disadvantage those 

who must pay for it. In a society that prohibits the sale of sex, those endowed with a 

sexual advantage cannot benefit from it as efficiently because bargains must be 

negotiated outside the market. On the other hand, where sexual exchange for money can 

occur efficiently, such as those facilitated online, providers are able to command more for 

their sexual labor than women who do not have access to the market, and often earn more 

per hour than their male customers do when employed at their occupation.  
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Distributional Preferences 

Wealth distributional preferences are more difficult to analyze than economic 

efficiency goals because they are less universally acceptable and more arbitrary. In 

addition,   

initial placement of an entitlement has a fundamental effect on a society’s 

distribution of wealth. . . . It is not enough, if a society wishes absolute 

equality, to start everyone off with the same amount of money. A 

financially egalitarian society which gives individuals the right to make 

noise immediately makes the would-be noise maker richer than the 

silence-loving hermit. . . . [Assuming that] perfect equality is impossible, a 

society must choose what entitlements it wishes to have on the basis of 

criteria other than perfect equality. In doing this, a society often has a 

choice of methods, and the method chosen will have important 

distributional implications. Society can, for instance, give an entitlement 

away free and then, by paying holders of the entitlement to limit their use 

of it, protect those who are injured by the free entitlement. Conversely, it 

can allow people to do a given thing only if they buy the right from the 

government. . . . Which entitlement a society decides to sell, and which it 

decides to give away, will likely depend in part on which determination 

promotes the wealth distribution that society favors. (1098-1099) 

Although it has been shown that in the absence of transaction costs Pareto 

optimality will occur regardless of the initial conditions, such a result is not to say that 

the same allocation will occur regardless of the initial entitlements. In other words, 
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“Pareto optimality is optimal ‘given’ a distribution of wealth, but different distributions 

of wealth will imply their own Pareto optimal allocation of resources” (1096). For 

example,  

Taney’s willingness to pay for the right to make noise may depend on how 

rich he is; Marshall’s willingness to pay for silence may depend on his 

wealth. In a society which entitles Taney to make noise and which forces 

Marshall to buy silence from Taney, Taney is wealthier and Marshall is 

poorer than each would be in a society which had the converse set of 

entitlements. Depending on how Marshall’s desire for silence and Taney’s 

for noise varies with their wealth, an entitlement to noise will result in 

negotiations which will lead to a different quantum of noise than would an 

entitlement to silence. (1095) 

Using distributional goals are desirable when efficiency measures are not 

productive. However, what is justified on paternalistic grounds may unintentionally 

disadvantage a group (1115). For example, prohibiting prostitution on paternalistic 

grounds may be harmful to the women that it was meant to protect if they are left without 

protection from the state and become the domain of organized crime. On the other hand, 

allowing sexual commerce may favor men at the expense of women, because men, who 

generally have more economic power, may be able to obtain sex more easily from 

women in financially desperate circumstances. 

Legal Grounds for Prohibiting Prostitution 

The legal arguments of those who favor limiting or prohibiting prostitution may 

be classified into four types: legal moralism, harm, legal paternalism, or the offense 
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principle (Tong 39). The principle of legal moralism stands on the conviction that 

individual liberty may be limited to prevent immoral behavior if it violates norms of 

romantic love, human flourishing, or whatever is determined to be wrong. Those who rest 

their opposition to prostitution on the principle of “harm” contend that prostitution is 

harmful to others by contributing to other undesirable activities such as theft, drug abuse, 

and organized crime. The principle of legal paternalism invokes the government’s duty to 

protect its citizens from harm, since prostitution produces physical and psychological 

risks for its participants. The offense principle may be called upon to justify the 

prohibition of prostitution on similar grounds used to justify the banning of public 

displays of pornography. 

Those who argue that harm or offense principles are legitimate concerns generally 

believe that regulation is a more appropriate method for channeling prostitution away 

from those who might take offense or be harmed, than prohibiting it completely; those 

who believe that prostitution is immoral are more likely to support prohibition. 

Many who support criminalizing prostitution rely on the principle of legal 

moralism, arguing that every society has the right to preserve its own existence through 

moral conformity, and to enforce that conformity through law (Devlin cited in Tong 40). 

However, the political majority of a democracy does not necessarily have “a right to 

punish conduct simply because its members strongly disapprove of it or believe that it is 

wrong” (Tong 40). Legalized slavery and discriminatory voting laws are two examples of 

this type of injustice.  Nor is a belief or feeling about an issue, regardless of how 

passionately held, sufficient to enforce a public morality. Arguments for prohibiting 

prostitution on moral beliefs should rest on rational grounds. For example, the arguments 
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that prostitution violates norms of romantic love (Tong 41), family values (Richards 

1219), or that it is opposed to human flourishing (Radin 1904-1908) have been rationally 

defended (although, not necessarily convincingly). However, many have argued that 

prostitution is immoral based on pseudo reasons (everyone knows that prostitution is 

wrong), or prejudice and stereotypes (prostitutes are dishonest lowlifes). 

Moral Objections to Coercive Exchanges 

When a petition is made to block a particular good from the market, proponents 

for enforcing the ban will generally argue that the transaction is either coercive or 

corruptive. Coercive conditions exist when individuals are compelled to buy or sell under 

conditions of extreme inequality or dire economic necessity. “A peasant may agree to sell 

his kidney or cornea in order to feed his starving family, but his agreement is not truly 

voluntary. He is coerced, in effect, by the necessity of his situation” (Sandel 122). A 

major justification for prohibiting prostitution is that it is assumed to be physically and 

psychologically abusive to the prostitute. And because many prostitutes who get arrested 

are financially needy and poorly educated, the assumption is that women must be coerced 

to prostitute themselves.  

While parties to market transactions exhibit a much higher degree of negotiating 

freedom with each other than those parties to gift exchanges, the social circumstances of 

the market do not always result in equitable transactions between individuals.  

Markets affect the rich and poor differently. The poor are more likely to be 

the sellers, and the rich the buyers, of questionable commodities such as 

sexual services or body parts. Unequal distributions of wealth make the 

poorest in society, with little to offer in the marketplace, more likely to 
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commodify themselves -- their bodies for sex, their reproductive 

capabilities, their babies, and parental rights. Such “desperate exchanges” 

raise moral and legal concerns about the coercive nature of markets, and 

challenge the “economists” understanding of “voluntary market 

transactions.” (Radin and Sundar 11) 

Sexual exchange as a commodity can also be problematic because of the unequal 

negotiating circumstances of the participants. Not only do women have less bargaining 

power in the marketplace because they are paid less than men, but the sexual sigma of 

prostitution is disproportionately levied against women. In other words, the cost of 

exchanging sex for money is higher for women than it is for men. Consequently, one 

might expect that many women must be pressured by desperate financial circumstances 

in order to agree to prostitute themselves. Since desperate exchanges are considered 

unfair, commodification of sex is a threat to our conception of justice. 

Walter’s position is that  

[w]hat goes on in the market should at least approximate exchange 

between equals (a free exchange). These last words don’t mean that every 

commodity will sell for a ‘just price’ or that every worker will recover his 

just reward. Justice of that sort is alien to the market. But every exchange 

must be the result of a bargain, not of a command or ultimatum. If the 

market is to work properly, ‘exchanges born of desperation’ must be ruled 

out, for necessity, as Ben Franklin wrote, ‘never made a good bargain’ . . . 

. When the state acts to facilitate union organization, it serves the same 

purpose. Workers who stand alone are liable to be forced into trades of last 
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resort, driven by their poverty, or their lack of particular marketable skills, 

or inability to move their families to accept the ultimatum of some local 

employer. (120) 

Those who claim that prostitution is coercive argue that most women who work 

as prostitutes do it as a last resort. In other words, if no woman would choose prostitution 

as a career, then women who do it must be coerced. If it is the result of a desperate 

bargain, it is not truly voluntary. So, when prostitution is the result of an unfair bargain, it 

should be prohibited in order to minimize exploitation. But prohibiting sexual exchange 

in the marketplace without providing a comparably paid substitute for those desperate 

enough to do it leaves some women with no financial option to support their families. 

According to legal philosopher Michael Trebilcock, 

prohibiting commodification or exchange may make the plight of the 

individual whose welfare is central to the commodification objection 

actually worse. For example, banning prostitution or commercial 

surrogacy contracts, as morally offensive as these may be to many people, 

may eliminate one of the few income-earning options available to poor 

women and thus exacerbates their plight and that of their families. (25) 

The double bind is a paradox created by the conflicting directives of 

commodification. It occurs in an imperfect world of ignorance, greed, poverty, racism, 

sexism, and violence (Radin 1915). Under less than ideal market conditions, prohibiting 

sellers from exchanging what little they have to offer in an effort to make them better off 

may result in making their circumstances even worse. Counterbalancing the double bind 

effect is the domino effect. 
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Corruption and Domino Effect 

 Exchanges are corruptive when the effect of market valuation degrades or 

debases a good or practice. This argument is independent of the bargaining conditions, as 

above. Instead, it is a consequence of the process of commodification which transforms 

its nature by equating it with money. This is the basis of the argument used by those who 

claim that prostitution debases the sexual act and the relation between men and women.  

Women’s studies scholar and philosopher Elizabeth Anderson argues that good 

sex is “realized only when each partner reciprocates the other’s gift in kind, offering her 

own sexuality in the same spirit in which she received the other’s — as a genuine 

offering of the self. The commodification of sexual ‘services’ destroys the kind of 

reciprocity required to realize human sexuality as a shared good,” and may corrupt non-

market sexual relationships by promoting the valuation of women in terms of their 

market worth (Anderson 154-5; Radin 133). 

Those who argue that prostitution is corruptive contend that prostitution should be 

blocked from the market because commodification corrupts sex just as commodification 

corrupts friendship and votes, and this risks the debasement of all sexual relations, even 

those beyond the market. It is feared that the commodification of sex, as a debased form 

of personal interaction, may make traditional sexual exchanges, as events for mutual 

pleasure, male/female bonding, and respect—impossible, suggesting that a corrupt form 

of commodified sex may overcome “good” sex similar to the way that “bad money drives 

out good,” as proposed by Gresham’s Law (Trebilcock 27). This phenomenon has been 

called the “slippery slope” and the “domino effect” (Radin 1914). If prostitutes were 

allowed to solicit without any legal constraints, such as on billboards and openly by mail 
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“this over commercialization of sexuality might over time lead to members of the 

community generally to perceive their sexual relations as detached, non-effective, non-

sharing terms” (Trebilcock 25-26). A related reasoning has been deployed to block blood 

donors from being paid by arguing that when something attains a monetary value, the 

motivation to give it away is diminished (Titmuss 123-45; 260-275). 

According to the domino effect, as soon as something is commodified in the 

market for some, it becomes commodified for everyone; once it attains a monetary value, 

whatever intangible values it has disappears, and its value is limited to its fungible 

qualities as an object of exchange (Radin 1914). For example, in a sphere of gift 

exchange, a donor’s contribution is unmonetized, but if both gifts and sales are permitted, 

the gift obtains a monetary value which undermines altruism because the gift is simply 

worth its market value, or however many hours of work that might be equivalent to. 

“Under this theory, the existence of some commodified interactions will contaminate or 

infiltrate everyone’s sexuality so that all sexual relationships will become commodified” 

(Radin 1913). 

Many people would say, however, that the known availability of 

commodified sexual interactions by itself does not render non-fungible 

sexual interactions impossible or even more difficult, and that the 

prevalence of ideals of interpersonal sexual sharing in spite of the 

widespread association of sex and money is proof that the domino effect in 

rhetoric is not to be feared. (Radin 1922) 

If the erotic aspects of consumer culture haven’t corrupted non-commodified sex 

already, it is doubtful that the further expansion of prostitution will, especially 
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considering the partially commodified aspects of most heterosexual relationships 

discussed below. It can be argued that prostitutes only sell what pornography advertises 

and popular culture promises (Wiegers 181). The rhetoric of sexual appeals in advertising 

and popular culture suggests that sex is for sale and should be paid for.  

With sexuality already ‘spread . . . like butter on all [consumer] products,’ 

it could not be much more commodified. The most important factor 

promoting the commodification of sexuality is not the extent to which 

sexual services are bought and sold through prostitution, but the way in 

which the whole system of consumer culture defines our very conception 

of ourselves and our sexuality. (Schnably 391) 

Although commodification can change the nature of a transaction, it need not 

always debase it (Radin 1912). Some goods and services may be more desirable to some 

in their commodified form, or may only exist as a commodity. Consider psychological 

services; it may be impossible for someone intimately involved with another to dispense 

objective and non-biased advice. In addition, commodified exchanges have virtues 

including reliability and consistency.  

Commodity exchange . . . does not require sentiment on the part of the 

participants and does not draw forth the ritualized pretense of sentiment. 

The commodity form offers freedom from the necessity of appearing 

selfless, generous, grateful, or otherwise sentimental and can therefore be 

construed as free from hypocrisy, while hypocrisy can be ascribed to the 

gift form. . . . Commodity exchange can therefore be calculated for 

maintaining a democratic context between participants, that is, for treating 
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participants as formal equals, as well as for offering freedom from the 

ambiguities and status manipulations of gift exchange, where participants 

may harbor hidden social agendas. (Prasad 184-185) 

While some of the men who pay for sex settle for prostitutes because a romantic 

relationship is unavailable to them, others find commodified sex preferable because of 

the absence of ambiguity, obligation, and potential hypocrisy inherent in romantic 

relationships.  Commodified sex is a pre-negotiated relationship bounded by a specified 

period of time, usually minutes or hours. Sociologist Elizabeth Bernstein’s ethnographic 

account of several men who see prostitutes encapsulates this sentiment. According to her 

study, “[p]aid sex is neither a sad substitute for something that one would ideally choose 

to obtain in a non-commodified romantic relationship, nor the inevitable outcome of a 

traditionalist Madonna/whore double standard” (119). The men she interviewed 

expressed a desire for sexual exchange free from obligations, valued the clarifying effect 

of payment, and found the experience complementary to their domestic relationships. 

One respondent reported, “I’m by myself a lot, used to it, but sometimes I crave physical 

contact. I’d rather get it from someone I don’t know because someone I know will want 

more [personal attention from me]” (120). Another said, “I really like women a lot, but 

they’re always trying to force a relationship on me” (120).  

But Berstein cautions about reading these comments, necessarily, as a fear of 

intimacy. Her informants found paying for sex to have psychological advantages over 

traditional romantic relationships. Another of her respondents reported, 

 I feel guilty every time I cheat on my wife. . . . I had a non-professional 

affair once. It was nice, and intimate, and I didn’t have to pay! But I felt 
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more guilty about that, messing around with someone else’s life, even 

though she knew I was married. You don’t ever have to worry about that 

when you pay for it. (119) 

This sentiment corresponds to Prasad’s claim that market exchanges can be valued over 

gift exchanges for their unambiguity, democratic context, and lack of hypocrisy. There 

are fewer unknowns with market transactions. Market transactions are free of the 

unspoken rules, moral prejudices, and status hierarchies that are specified by every sphere 

of gift exchange. The terms are generally spelled out prior to the transaction, are 

independent of the social status of the participants, and the exchange does not demand 

sincerity or the appearance of sincerity (185). So, commodified sexual exchanges may be 

sought by both happily married and single men precisely for the qualities they acquire as 

a market transaction rather than a gift exchange.  

Incomplete Commodification 

The traditional view is that a when intimate social relations and monetary 

transfers are combined the result is necessarily moral degradation: that money necessarily 

reduces any intimate transaction to nothing more than any other rational market 

transaction, whether it be an expression of prevailing cultural values or simply coercion 

(Zelizer 818). However, there is a significant variety of intimate relations marked by 

varying degrees and distinctive patterns of payment that have been studied by 

anthropologists, such as bride price and dowry, marriage as an economic institution, and 

the social aspects of how monetary income effects the power relation of spouses. 

Additionally, “treat girls,” taxi dancers, and mistresses contradict this ideal of separation 

between intimate relations and money (Zelizer 820). Individuals engage in hybrid 
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relationships where monetary payments are sometimes disguised as gifts or presents, and 

the law is often forced to identify payments in disputes as either compensation, 

entitlements, or gifts in order to determine the relationship between the parties for 

applying the law.    

“[M]ost cultures contain a continuum of relations between men and women (or 

between same-sex pairs) that have a commercial aspect—ranging from the 

admitted case of prostitution to cases of marriage for money, going on an 

expensive date where it is evident that sexual favors are expected at the other end, 

and so forth.” (Nussbaum, “Taking Money” 700) 

The concept of a completely commodified sexual exchange is an academic 

abstraction that does not exist in reality. Most sexual exchanges have both intangible 

elements of human emotion, and objective interests that often include a cost-benefit type 

of rationality associated with market exchanges; however, sociologist Viviana Zelizer 

claims that scholars generally ascribe to one of two opposing perspectives when sex and 

money meet: 1) the Hostile Worlds view, that money and intimate relationships are not 

compatible and when they meet the result is corruption and degradation; or 2) Nothing 

But view that contends intimate relations involving money are either nothing but a 

rational exchange, nothing but an expression of prevailing cultural values, or nothing but 

coercion.  

According to the “hostile worlds” view, any intersection of money and sexual 

intimacy is corrupting. Spheres of exchange for intimate relationships and the market 

economy are understood by many social scientists as functionally incompatible (823). 

Social scientists understand money as “rationalizing, flattening, transparent, fungible, and 
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ultimately corrupting”; and understand erotic relations as “sentimental, broad, singular, 

and profoundly vulnerable.” Money is seen as a means for “self-interested rational 

economic transactions,” while erotic relations are seen as a means for “mutual and 

emotional fulfillment.” It is therefore assumed that any time money is introduced into an 

erotic relationship, the relationship is transformed into an instrumental one. In other 

words, love is transformed into prostitution. As Zelizer points out, even though social 

scientists of family and gender relations talk about “emotional work,” “caring work,” 

“feeding work,” and “volunteer work,” “sex work for them almost exclusively designates 

prostitution. Prostitution, in this context, implies suppression of affect and intimacy” 

(824). 

In contrast to the “hostile worlds” view, the “nothing but” view is found in three 

variations. Those who espouse the first variation of the “nothing but” view such as 

Richard Posner, contend that intimate transfers operate the same way that market 

transfers do. Thus, trading of babies, sex, or blood operate according to the same 

principles that guide the trading of any other commodity in the market. The economic 

approach to law is neither new nor controversial; what is novel is the scope of legal issues 

to which it is now being applied (Posner, Economic Analysis 15). Originally, it was 

limited to the domain of anti-trust regulation in the 1930s, where economic analysis 

seems not only natural, but essential. But in the past 50 years the economic approach to 

law has become part of almost every type of legal inquiry.  

According to economic market rhetoric, bodily integrity is a fungible object, and 

“[a] fungible object can pass in and out of the person’s possession without effect on the 

person as long as its market equivalent is given in exchange” (Radin 1880). “Economists 
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generally frame their questions about the best way to distribute a good without reference 

to intrinsic qualities. They tend to focus on the quantitative features of a good and not its 

qualities” (Satz 67). For example, Richard Posner “sees prostitution as functionally 

advantageous to marriage in circumstances where there is a surplus of bachelors. The 

difference, according to him is that  

[i]n a long term relationship such as marriage, the participants can compensate 

each other for services performed by performing reciprocal services, so they need 

not bother each other with pricing each service, keeping books of account, and so 

forth. But in a spot-market relationship such as a transaction with a prostitute, 

arranging for reciprocal services is difficult. It is more efficient for customers to 

pay in a medium that the prostitute can use to purchase services from others. (Sex 

& Reason 131) 

“An economic approach to prostitution does not specify a priori that certain sales are 

wrong: no act of commodification is ruled out in advance. Rather, this approach focuses 

on the costs and benefits that accompany such sales” (Satz 67). From a purely rational 

economic perspective, rape laws can be more easily justified than prohibiting 

prostitution, because “[a]ccording to Richard Posner, rape laws exist to protect the 

marriage market and women’s property rights in their bodies, much as prohibitions 

against theft protect the market in property” (Wiegers 184-185). 

Cultural theorists who espouse the second variation of the “nothing but” view 

believe, as Noah Zatz does, that “prostitution has no necessary connection to genitalia or 

to sexual gratification” (Zelizer 825). “In particular, one must consider what makes an act 

‘sexual’ or ‘erotic.’ Having disentangled sexuality from genital contact (an idea rooted in 
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the supposed link between sexual desire and procreative sex), constructivist theories of 

sexuality need to consider both that sexuality may be nongenital and that genitalia may be 

nonsexual” (281). For example, “women have been interpreted to engage in prostitution 

whether they have intercourse or merely provide masturbatory relief” (Diduck 509).  

“The erotic status of an act or body part may differ between two actors engaged in a 

single act. I take it not to be especially far-fetched to imagine a situation in which, for one 

person, stimulation of the left ear is a major erotic focus, while for someone doing the 

stimulating, it is just an ear” (Zatz 282). In other words, the experience may be sexual for 

the client, without being sexual for the provider of the service. One party might be buying 

sex, but the other selling a performance. This is the attitude held by many prostitutes who 

claim “their practice as a form of service work structured as a sex act, a performance in 

which the client’s experience of participation in the sexual act is an illusion created by 

the sex worker, the sex actress” (Zatz 284). 

Finally, Zelizer suggest the third perspective of the “nothing but” view follows 

Barry and MacKinnon’s claims, that “intimate relations are nothing but the result of 

coercive, and more specifically patriarchal, power structures (Zelizer 826). What is being 

sold is the right of males to sexual access to women. This perspective concludes that 

women’s sexual oppression is a direct result of more general gender relations of power. 

“Commercialized sex, as in prostitution . . . is no different [than] unpaid sex in rape, 

dating, or marriage. The problem here is not commodification but men’s coercion of 

women” (826). 

According to Zelizer, the two extremes of “Hostile Worlds” and “Nothing But” 

views neglect the existence of differentiated ties or incomplete commodification, and “the 
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many ways in which monetary transfers coexist with intimate relations. To be more 

precise, people incessantly match different forms of payment to their various intimate 

relations” (826). In fact, most personal relationships contain a commercial element. 

Zelizer’s work has focused on how people combine monetary transfers with erotic 

intimate relationships (818). She suggests that it is not the money involved that 

determines the quality of the relationships, but it is the type of relationship that 

determines the quality of the payment. She cites the multiplication of courtship rituals at 

the turn of the century. One such ritual called “treating” involved working class women 

who would often take financial help, gifts, and entertainment not only from “steadies,” 

but also from casual acquaintances in exchange for sexual favors. These relationships 

were not only distinguished from more sexually restrictive middle class dating, but more 

importantly, distanced from the explicit exchange of sex for money which defined 

prostitution. “As long as she did not accept cash payments from men at the time of sexual 

relations, the so-called treating (or “charity”) girl did not become a prostitute. . . . To 

keep treating distinct from prostitution . . . women used the language of ‘gifts’ and 

‘presents’ rather than payment” (822). Charity girls rationalized their action as one of 

simply receiving gifts from friends. 

Monetary transfers and erotic relationships, then, have actually coexisted 

and shaped each other for centuries. Every population that uses money at 

all adopts some set of distinctions between erotic relationships; most 

populations mark those distinctions not with payment versus nonpayment, 

but with distinctive forms of monetary transfers (822-823). 
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. . . . What is more, they take great care to mark boundaries between social 

relations and their corresponding payments. . . . To label a payment as a 

gift (tip, bride, charity, expression of esteem) rather than an entitlement 

(pension, allowance, rightful share of gains) or compensation (wages, 

salary, bonus, commission) is to make claims about the relationship 

between payer and payee” (826). 

The rhetoric of American law follows the Hostile Worlds view, one reason why 

Richard Posner’s opposing views riled legal theorists. “Just as courts resist the 

assignment of monetary value to spouses’ domestic work, American law shies away from 

any monetary payments that can be construed as direct payments for sexual services. 

Nevertheless, in a number of legal cases, sexual and monetary exchanges do coincide. At 

times, litigants, attorneys, judges, and juries explicitly negotiate matches between 

payments and erotically charged social relations (Zelizer 827). Zelizer cites examples of 

tax law, contract law, and tort law where sexual relations intersect with monetary 

payments (829). Zelizer’s point is that significant legal bodies engage in matching 

payments to sexual relationships. Neither the Nothing But or Hostile Worlds view can 

adequately explain the justification for these legal negotiations between differentiated ties 

and forms of payment (833). 

Summary 

Money transforms the context of sex from one which has traditionally been 

associated with mutual obligation and duty to one of personal independence and potential 

anonymity. This is problematic for maintaining the patriarchy family where scientific 

tests to determine paternity do not exist.  Not only does commodified sex change the 
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relationship between the participants, but because commodified sexual exchange is 

qualitatively different, it can be both disvalued or desired compared to a gift exchange. 

However, a completely commodified sexual exchange is likely to be quite rare because 

sex is always, at least to some degree, an intimate human exchange. And the same applies 

to sexual exchanges outside of the market. Although money may not be explicit, partners 

to a sexual exchange generally have some expectations of personal gain from the 

exchange.  

However, in order to understand what is “wrong” with the exchange of sex for 

money, it can be instructive to ask the converse: how does prohibiting sexual commerce 

affect the potential participants? Blocking an exchange from the market will generally 

result in disfavoring one group over another, resulting in distributional effects that entitle 

one group instead of another. (If I prohibit Taney from making noise I favor those who 

prefer silence.) For example, if we assume that women have more sexual resources than 

men because women are more highly valued as sexual objects, then prohibiting them 

from exchanging their sexual power for money will disadvantage them. On the other 

hand, assuming men have more economic power then women, prohibiting sexual 

commerce disadvantages men by making their economic power insufficient for acquiring 

sexual attention from women. However, the exchange of sex is different than our 

example with noise and silence because both men and women are penalized when sexual 

exchange is prohibited (assuming that each prefers sexual exchange to no sexual 

exchange). The simple answer is that prohibiting sexual commerce discourages casual 

sexual exchange by disadvantaging those who have the most sexual resources (women), 

as well as those who have the most economic power (men), resulting in less frequent 
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sexual exchanges. So in the most general terms, what is “wrong” with allowing sexual 

commerce is that it encourages sexual exchange by condoning commodified exchanges. 

Understanding the legal and economic justifications in our society for prohibiting 

commercial exchanges in general, and sexual commerce in particular, is useful for 

identifying some important aspects of commercial exchange of sex in the absence of legal 

enforcement mechanisms, such as those found in the unregulated online environment that 

is the subject of this study.  
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V. RESEARCH FINDINGS 
 
The Venue 

The subject of this account is a virtual meeting place that facilitates off-line 

encounters motivated by an interest to exchange sex for money. The discussions that take 

place at the site revolve around learning, and information regarding, the exchange of 

adult heterosexual companionship for money. All the participants have common interest 

in this activity and behave in ways that result in knowledge and experiences that 

perpetuate this interest. These acts consist of communicating with each other to let their 

interests and intensions be known, maintaining a reputation about themselves and others, 

and shielding the community from threats to their existence. 

This chapter is organized into four parts. The first part contains three sections 

describing the venue, its participants, membership recruitment, and stratification. The 

second part contains two sections. The first section describes the authoritative scheme 

and the rules, and the second section describes the importance of anonymity and 

reputation. The third part contains three sections. The first section introduces the escort 

reviews. The second section contains an example of how providers handle disrespectful 

and inconsiderate comments. The third section presents provider attitudes toward 

reviews. The fourth part contains eight sections that describe in more detail provider 

behavior and their feelings about hobbyists in order to establish the agency and 

motivations of the providers. 
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Indygirls.com Site Description 

Indygirls.com is an Internet site where individuals come together with a common 

interest in exchanging money for sex and heterosexual companionship. The pursuit of 

this interest is the cause that brings the participants together. While prostitution is 

common in most societies, well-functioning sub-cultural formations that encourage 

prostitution are rare because of how difficult it is for them to function publicly. Except 

for the commercial context of these sexual exchanges, this community respects, upholds, 

and enforces virtually all other mainstream social norms and legal codes condoned by the 

dominant culture. 

Indygirls.com serves several functions. As a business enterprise, it is a venue for 

independent escorts, escort agencies, and a variety of others interested in the sex industry 

to advertise their services. Second, it is used by “hobbyists,” as the escorts’ clients 

euphemistically call themselves, to post personal reviews of the prostitutes who they have 

seen. This section was started by hobbyists to share information between each other about 

the women, who they refer to as “providers.” The concept is similar to the posting 

systems maintained by online stores, such as Amazon.com, where customers leave 

reviews and rate products they have purchased. Third, there is a general comment section 

where a community of regular hobbyists and providers exchange ideas to improve the 

rendezvous for each other, post gripes, and voice a wide variety of personal and political 

views regarding their interactions and how to conduct themselves. Fourth, there is a 

private section exclusively for women that requires a special password. It is used to 

exchange information among themselves about problem clients, dangerous men, and 

officials who might cause them harm or trouble.  
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Indygirls.com is a privately owned Internet site. One of its features is a publicly 

accessible bulletin board. Anyone can read the messages, but registration is required to 

post or search for messages. An email address is required to obtain a username and 

password necessary to register. Once a user has obtained a user name and password he or 

she is considered a member. The “Posting Rules, Guidelines and Etiquette” at the site 

include a section on “Posting Do’s and Don’ts” that describes the risks members take by 

disclosing personal information about themselves or others. Volunteer moderators censor 

public messages for unacceptable content including “outing” – “the publishing of 

information that can expose the true identity of someone – even themselves – for all to 

see.” The rules state that “all forms of outing are serious and can lead to serious 

consequences for the person doing the outing.” Moderators “will edit or delete any post 

that contains Member identifiable information.” Posting private information including, 

but not limited to, logins, passwords, phone numbers, photographs, “secrets,” 

embarrassing or harmful information, formulas, true-identities, and employment 

information in public areas is also prohibited. Because members participating in 

discussions at the site must adhere to the posting rules, it is reasonable to expect that the 

participants act with the knowledge of the non-private nature of this venue and potential 

risks involved for posting incriminating, embarrassing, or compromising information 

about themselves or anyone else. 

Upon first inspection the most remarkable thing about the postings are the 

nonchalant attitude about sex and the absence of any shame or disgust about sexual 

activity. If one is able to ignore what is being exchanged, the business model is similar to 

the ecommerce models perfected by major Internet vendors such as Amazon.com, 



 

 

108 

complete with photos, personal descriptions, and customer reviews of each provider. 

Because of the open presentation, it is easy to forget that the transactions being facilitated 

are, in fact, illegal. However, this online venue is more than just a commodity exchange 

or a meat market for sugar daddies. The site hosts an active bulletin board and chat room 

where discussion is encouraged on a variety of topics from cooking to politics. And since 

an integral part of the community members’ encounters occur off-line, it is more than a 

virtual interest group. Social events are organized periodically where everyone is invited 

to meet face-to-face as a group. A sense of camaraderie seems to come from the fact that 

they are all outlaws together. Online dialogue between the participants seems to be an 

important activity in establishing trust and credibility, as well as protecting each other 

from the law. 

The women communicate with each other about their clients, both in public and 

private, and maintain a positive level of solidarity together which results in power as a 

group that does not exist in traditional prostitution venues. However, since the hobbyists 

dictate the demand, they have considerable influence over the nature of the services 

provided. But the hobbyists are bound to follow the community rules, which prohibit a 

range of dangerous and disrespectful behavior. Not only may providers choose not to see 

those hobbyists who are disrespectful, or refuse to provide all services, but hobbyists may 

be banned from the community. According to the moderator’s posting rules at 

Indygirls.com, posts considered “flames, threats, attacks, provocation, jabs, racist, mean-

spirited, unfounded, libelous, suggestive of an illegal activity, rude, demeaning, 

degrading, or just plain bad taste” are prohibited. 
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A remarkable aspect of this venue is the safe and orderly manner in which the 

transactions occur, and the degree to which the community fosters an attitude of trust and 

respect, despite the dominant social pressure to corrupt their commercial sexual 

exchanges. However, to the casual observer, the communication between the participants 

will appear chaotic and inefficient. One finds an inordinate amount of meaningless small 

talk and inconsequential chatter. Many members would chime in simply to confirm 

agreement with another, wish a happy birthday to someone, or respond “lol.” One-line 

jokes, silly puns, and off-the-wall photos were far more prominent than the negotiation 

details that one might expect to dominate at a commercial service exchange venue. In 

addition, petty disagreements would frequently surface between two individuals that 

would consume discussion on the board that day. These incidents were referred to by 

members as “drama,” which nobody liked, but nevertheless were a frequent staple of the 

board. What is the significance of this small talk and drama surrounding the attitudes and 

reputations of various individual members? And how do these seemly chaotic patterns of 

communication figure into the orderly production of everyday life of this community and 

the achievement of their goals? “If one assumes . . . that the meaningful, patterned, and 

orderly character of everyday life is something that people must constantly work to 

achieve, then one must also assume that they have some methods for doing so” (Rawls 

5).  

In addition to identifying and explaining the mechanisms that contribute to 

smooth functioning of this community, a second concern of this ethnography is to 

determine whether these mechanisms result in practices consistent with feminists who 

support prostitution reform through normalization. Specifically, does the nature of the 
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exchanges between the participants contain elements that are either corruptive or 

coercive? And is there genuine trust and sincere mutual respect between the participants? 

Audience and Participants 

Indygirls.com is an outgrowth of the proliferation of adult entertainment, 

pornography, and social networking sites that have accompanied the rise of Internet 

technologies from the 1990s. Indygirls.com was registered in 1999 by the current 

proprietor, who added the bulletin board system (BBS) in 2001. The technical hallmark 

of this class of adult entertainment sites is the escort review board. The review board is a 

mechanism which allows members to post written descriptions of their sexual liaisons for 

others to read. The concept is similar to the customer feedback systems that are used to 

enhance customer satisfaction at successful Internet retailers such as Amazon.com and 

Angieslist.com. The review board at Indygirls.com is one of hundreds of similar sites 

devoted to collecting and posting feedback about customers’ encounters with women 

who provide sexual favors to men for money. Although several much larger review 

boards exist with national audiences that cater to traveling businessmen and tourists, this 

board focuses on a local geographic region where the majority of the participants live 

within a short drive from each other. Ostensibly, the interests of the members are 

accomplished by engaging in the following sequence of activities: 1) Women post 

advertisements calling for men to contact them to arrange a sexual rendezvous; 2) 

Participants negotiate the details for a face-to-face encounter; 3) After the rendezvous the 

buyer may post a review or comment about the liaison for other buyers to read; 4) The 

service provider who is reviewed may respond to the buyer’s post, publicly thanking the 

reviewer or disputing his interpretation of the encounter.  
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The board is essentially an old-fashioned BBS. Except for the color photos and 

graphics, it looks strikingly similar to the computer BBSs that have been used to host 

discussion forums and messages boards of all kinds since the 110 baud modems that 

guided data communication computer terminals in the 1970s. Just as computer networks 

facilitated the explosion of pornographic images back then, and arguably fueled the initial 

adoption of Internet technology by male computer enthusiasts, BBS technology still 

serves as an effective tool in facilitating anonymous communication between individuals 

who share a common interest today. 

Review sites enable men to post comments and suggestions to other “hobbyists” 

about their personal experience on “dates” with particular “providers.” The emergence of 

review sites has revolutionized the “escort” business by creating an open channel of 

communication among the male customers, who were hitherto isolated and unknown to 

each other. The purpose of review sites is for men to post reviews about the women they 

see and rate various aspects of their encounter so others will know in advance what kind 

of experience to expect from a particular woman. 

Indygirls.com serves a metropolitan region of about five million people in the 

southeastern United States. During this study, the site was visited by about 15,000 

individuals per month, about 75% of which accessed the site within a two-hour driving 

distance from each other (Domaintools.com September 23, 2007). It is estimated that 

about 4200 of the total audience are regulars, visiting the site at least once per month and 

accounting for 28% of the monthly site traffic. In addition, there are about 1000 core 

members that visit at least daily and account for 68% of the traffic to the site 

(Quantcast.com March 23, 2009). 
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Most of the interaction at the site occurs at the BBS forums which host the 

escorts’ advertisements, escort reviews, and general discussion forums. The board is 

divided into more than ten specialized forums, the most popular being the escort ad 

forum, then the escort review forum, and the general discussion forum. Hobbyists may 

not post in the Escort Ad section, and providers are not supposed to post in the Escort 

Review section unless the review is about them. These two forums constitute the primary 

draw for most of the participants. While the General Discussion forum receives less 

traffic than the escort ad and review forums, it is responsible for facilitating most of the 

operational decisions regarding the functioning and maintenance of the community, and it 

is frequented by a smaller, but more established, subset of the participants. 

There are a number of much larger national review boards such as BigDoggie.net, 

Dagslist.com, and TheEroticReview.com (also known as TER) that collect reviews about 

women all over the United States and many metropolitan areas outside the United States. 

In addition to providing a rating mechanism, review sites also serve to verify the 

authenticity and reliability of both the male and the female participants, while 

maintaining an adequate level of anonymity. The development of review sites and the 

ability of participants to compare and compete with each other for money and attention 

marked the rise of commercial sex as a hobby and established the expression “hobbyists” 

and “provider” used to identify the respective participants. 
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Table 3 
Internet Monthly Site Traffic Estimate 
 
Visitors  Audience Composition Share of Visits 
Passers by (<= 1/month) 10000   10% 
Regulars (repeat monthly) 4000   25% 
Addicts (repeat daily)   1000   65%   
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
Total unique visitors/month 15000   100%   
Source: Quantcast.com 9/23/2008  
(Estimated margin of error and monthly variation +/- 50%) 

 
The chart above shows that the overwhelming majority of the site traffic is from 

addicts who visit at least once per day. While passers-by, lurkers, and guests account for 

the largest part of the audience, they comprise the smallest portion of the traffic. 

Indygirls.com is the largest local discussion board of its kind in the area. It has a 

considerably smaller audience than major national boards which serve the region such as 

BigDoggie.net, The EroticReview.com, and Eros.com (whose audience is 20 to 50 times 

larger). However, it is likely that Indygirls.com has a larger share of the local audience 

which it serves. Ninety-one percent of the site traffic is male, 72% of which have a 

household income over $100,000 per year. Thirty-one percent of the audience is between 

35 and 49 years old, 36% of the audience is over 50 years old, and 69% of the households 

have no kids (Quancast.com 23 April 2009). 
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Figure 1 
Audience Composition (est. for 2008) 
 

 

The software technology and user interface of the site has remained relatively 

unchanged since the BBS was launched in 2001. The current content and layout of the 

site is a result of a gradual progression constrained by the limitations of the off-the-shelf 

BBS software, the limited expertise of the site developer in customizing the interface, and 

the opposing structural imperatives to attract more visitors without drawing too much 

attention from law enforcement authorities. During this study, the site’s main page 

included several visual attractions including a provider catalog where photos and phone 

numbers of many of the “Indy girls” are posted alphabetically so they can be quickly 

viewed at a glance, links to the various discussion forums, and a scrolling list of the most 

recently posted escort ads and discussion board posts. Occasionally, other features were 

enabled, including a chat room where members could post messages and interact in real 

time, a list of members currently logged in to the board, screen names of the most 

frequent posters, and a list of members who were celebrating their birthdays that day.  
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Figure 2 
Indygirls.com Home Page (10 Sept. 2007) 
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Figure 3 
Discussion Forum Categories 
 
(Aug. 27th to Sept. 27th 2007 -- Average New Topics, Replies & Views per day.) 
 
FORUM      TOPICS   REPLIES  VIEWS 
Newcomer Welcome Station 
 Board Rules     0 0 n/a 
 Escorts: Get a FREE LISTING on this site  0 0 n/a 
 Newcomer Posting Haven -- Guys    >1 0 32 
 Welcome Ladies --- Make Your First Post Here  >1 0 430 
 Test Post Facto     >1 0 5 
Escort Ads 
 Indi and Agency Ads     44 0 16414 
 Ads by NEW Girls in the Ladies in Waiting group 3 0 2374 
 TS / TV / Fetish / BDSM / Alternative Ads  >1 0 62 
Escort Reviews, ISO’s and Stories/Problems 
 Escort Reviews     7 56 5455 
 ISO -- Info Requests and Escort Stories  7 38 3119  
 TS / TV / Fetish / BDSM Reviews   1 8 1095 
Escort and General Discussion 
 Escort & General Discussion    17 597 8944 
 Lie, Cheat and Steal     3 46 396 
 The Roasting Pit     >1 46 776 
 Recovery      >1 31 390 
 Food and Frolic     >1 1 29 
 All Sports Forum     1 8 68 
 Jokes and Funny Stuff     2 1 203 
 Scams, rip-offs and alerts    >1 >1 73 
 Around Town      >1 >1 19 
 Upcoming Events     0 0 0 
 Fantasy Football -- IndiBall 2007   >1 1 33 
Sensual Body Rubs Ads, Reviews & Discussion 
 Sensual Body Rubs -- Discussion and Reviews 3 25 3711 
 Body Rub Advertisements    3 0 1062 
Clubs 
 Strip Clubs      1 11 1240 
 Swing Clubs      >1 >1 33 
Barter - Advertisements -- Help Wanted 
 Barter and Advertisements    1 2 149 
 Job Opportunities -- Offered or Needed  >1 >1 39 
TOTALS       94 871 45664 
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While most of the forums are publicly accessible, only registered members may 

post content at the site. Registration is free. Once registered, the individual is considered 

a member. The membership term is indefinite, but may be terminated or suspended at the 

discretion of the administrator if the member misbehaves or their email address becomes 

inactive.  

In addition to posting public messages, registered members may also 

communicate anonymously with each other in private. The mechanism is called Personal 

Messaging (PM). PM is a system that permits two individuals (a hobbyist and provider, 

for example) to send messages to each other in private without divulging any off-line 

contact information to each other beyond their screen name. PMs are a convenient 

mechanism for individuals to introduce themselves to each other and make personal 

inquiries. When one member sends a PM to another member, that individual is notified 

(via email, instant message, or other electronic means) that a message is waiting for them 

in their message inbox at the board. The board acts as a black box “go-between,” relaying 

private messages between individuals, similar to the way communication is facilitated at 

dating sites such as Match.com and other social networking sites. This way parties can 

negotiate anonymously. 

In addition to the public sections of the board, several private forums exist. The 

ladies forum is used exclusively by providers to exchange information about hobbyists. 

Many providers keep a “black list” of hobbyists who are disingenuous, difficult, 

disrespectful, or potentially dangerous. This information is shared privately among 

providers to protect each other from bad experiences, and inform each other about 
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individual hobbyist’s personal demeanors and sexual preferences, as well as to confirm 

references, before consummating a rendezvous. 

Membership Recruitment, Organization, and Stratification 

During 2007, membership was growing at an average rate of 15 new members per 

day, up from eight per day in 2006, and seven per day in 2005. At the end of 2007, over 

14,000 individuals had registered screen names. Based on data obtained from Internet 

traffic collection sites and frequent observation, it is estimated that between 4000 and 

7000 different members visited the site at least once per month (regular members), and 

between 500 to 1000 members were active at least once per day (core members). At any 

given time there were usually between 200 and 700 individuals accessing the board. The 

largest number of members online simultaneously during this study was 1590 individuals.  

The ratio of males to females is about twenty to one. During a 14-day period from 

May 12 through May 25, 296 new members joined, 27 of which were female. Six were 

currently active and frequent participants of the board four months later. In other words, 

about nine percent of new registrants are women, and about one quarter of those new 

female members become active members of the community, who post and provide 

services to the hobbyists, for at least several months after registering. 

The membership is organized primarily by function (buyers and sellers), which is 

determined by the participants’ sex (genitalia). New members must declare their sex upon 

registration. Buyers are heterosexual males, and sellers are exclusively female; however, 

transsexuals and transvestites are permitted to provide sexual services if they present 

themselves as women. Those who wish to register as a sexual service provider must be 
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validated by the administrator who confirms the credibility of their identity via telephone 

and checking personal references and reviews about them at other boards. 

Members are stratified by reputation. Reputations are established quickly, 

especially for sellers, through interactions with other members who confirm the validity 

and intentions of each other. Those with the best reputations enjoy the highest status. 

Reputations are based on how trustworthy one is perceived by others. Reputations at the 

board are a function of both objective and subjective measures including: how long the 

individual has been a member, the frequency of their participation, the content of their 

posts, what is posted about them by other members, as well as their off-line behavior in 

encounters with other participants. 

In addition to the free basic membership, special memberships are available to 

hobbyists good for discounts on services from providers. These special memberships, 

called VIP and High Roller memberships, are paid directly to the owner of the board, and 

are available to hobbyists for a charge that ranges from under $10/month to over 

$30/month. Providers must honor VIP and High Roller members by extending a discount 

to these members ranging from 14% to 25%, depending on the price of the service and 

the level of membership. VIP and High Roller memberships, along with special 

membership fees paid by escort agencies and banner advertisements, are the primary 

sources of revenue generated by the site. 

Authoritative Scheme and Rules 

The site is owned and operated by a single individual who originally registered 

the site in 1999. In terms of authoritative schemes, this individual acts as a benevolent 

dictator. He is responsible for the posting rules which serve as the governing constitution 
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regulating the online behavior. He also acts as the board’s administrator and appoints one 

or more moderators to interpret and enforce the posting rules. The moderators police the 

discussion board, modify inappropriate posts, and revoke membership rights from those 

who violate the rules. The posting rules cover five major themes formulated to encourage 

a safe and orderly environment for the participants. The first section outlines the 

management philosophy and the objectives, the second section describes what is 

permissible behavior and how the board is moderated, the third section presents the 

guidelines for posting in particular forums and the advertising policy, the fourth section 

instructs how to maintain anonymity and manage personal profiles, and the final section 

describes authority of the management and consequences for unacceptable behavior. 

According to the management, the purpose of the rules is to create the most 

enjoyable and informative board in the country by maintaining a balance between free 

flow of opinions and information, and a desire for a safe and civilized environment for 

the participants (Posting rules 27 June 2007). The rules are designed to encourage safe 

and orderly participation through open, focused, and respectful discussions. However, the 

owner makes clear that he and his moderators have the last word on what is acceptable 

content and behavior, and what is not. Furthermore, decisions of the management are 

final and may not be challenged publicly. Specifically, when a management decision is 

made to edit or delete a post, it is expected that the author and everyone else will accept 

the action and move on. 

The management reserves the right to delete any and all posts that it deems 

undesirable, and this includes personal attacks of any kind, including threats, 

provocations, jabs, posts that are mean-spirited, racist, unfounded, libelous, rude, 
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demeaning, degrading, suggestive of an illegal activity, or those that are simply 

distasteful. Posting false or misleading information on matters of consequence to 

participants is prohibited--particularly, misleading accounts of providers, either positive 

or negative, or anything that undermines the credibility of the review forum. In addition, 

posts that contain opinions that are speculative in nature that have potential to cause 

harm, injury, or embarrassment to another member may be edited or deleted by the 

moderator. Even information believed to be true about a participant, but potentially 

harmful if revealed, may be removed. In general, posts are censored for incriminating, 

malevolent, or insightful remarks, and those that compromise the anonymity of any 

participant or the integrity of the board. 

Attracting female participation is a paramount concern of the management, 

second only to protecting the community from legal authorities and malevolent 

participants. According to the management, a key ingredient to the success of the board is 

active participation of the ladies though posting and advertising. In the predominantly 

male community at the board, where the ratio of men to women may be over twenty to 

one, providers can be made to feel alienated and marginalized. Consequently, the intent 

of many of the posting rules is to protect providers from personal and professional attacks 

by other members and to maintain an atmosphere where providers can “feel safe and 

welcome.” Blatant misogynistic comments or discriminatory behavior is expressly 

prohibited (Posting rules 27 June 2007). 

Maintaining anonymity online is necessary for avoiding conflicts with law 

enforcement. All participants must pay attention to the threat of “civilian” law 

enforcement authorities. Police are known to monitor the board by posing as members. 
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Busts and sting operations at traditional venues are frequently announced. During this 

study, more than one provider was arrested, and a similar board was shut down by 

authorities for allowing underage women to participate. Consequently, participants must 

be vigilant about protecting the off-line identities of themselves and other participants. 

Maintaining the anonymity is essential to avoid trouble with law enforcement, employers, 

family, and others who participants don’t want to know about their activities. 

Consequently, participants must pay careful attention to protecting each other’s real 

identities. “Outing,” or revealing the off-line identity of an individual is strictly 

forbidden. Any information that can be used to determine or trace the identity of an 

individual, such as a real name, home address, automobile license tag number, telephone 

number, or place of employment, is prohibited and such posts are deleted by the 

moderator unless explicit consent is given by the person being revealed.   

Outing can be used to purposely harm an individual, but it can also occur 

unintentionally during the course of a friendly discussion. Careful consideration is 

required whenever a personal characteristic of a participant beyond the individual’s board 

persona is revealed. Mentioning what might seem like an innocent detail of an encounter 

such as when and where a rendezvous occurred, the name of a mutual friend, or an 

unusual event that happened, may provide a clue for determining a member’s off-line 

identity. Even seemingly trivial information about an individual such as the make of their 

car or a description of a tattoo can be pieced together from different posts to identify 

someone. One can also inadvertently “out” themselves by posting several separate 

references to themselves that can be triangulated to reveal who they are. As long as one’s 

online persona does not reference one’s civilian life, threats from law enforcement, 



 

 

123 

stalkers, wives, girlfriends, boyfriends, husbands, and moral crusaders can be greatly 

reduced.  

Anonymity and Reputation 

One of the hallmarks of Internet communication is the inherent anonymity that 

can be maintained between sending and receiving parties. This makes it a desirable 

mechanism for conducting illegal negotiations where participants have reason to fear 

being blackmailed or discovered by law enforcement officials. However, the problem 

with transacting anonymously is in how to determine whether the other party is who they 

say they are, and the probability that the other party will do as agreed. 

 The most compelling reason for both men and women to become members of the 

board is the ability to establish a reputation as a valid hobbyist or provider. Members of 

the board pay close attention to their reputations and to the reputations of other members. 

One’s reputation enables others to trust them. Reputation is a measure of an individual’s 

trustworthiness and reliability gained from past behavior and the comments of others, and 

is essential for setting up a rendezvous with another participant. Without a reputation, 

few will agree to meet because it serves as measure of an individual’s trustworthiness. 

Consequently, the most valuable benefit of registering a screen name is the opportunity to 

establish a virtual reputation.  

Reputation begins upon registration. A member’s registration date is one of the 

first marks of an individual’s reputation. Time is an integral element of reputation. 

Individuals who have been members a long time are generally more credible than new 

members. Upon registration, each member’s join date becomes part of his or her public 

profile along with a corresponding member number. The member number is sequentially 
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assigned so those who joined most recently have the larger member numbers. Those who 

registered in 2001 have member numbers under 1000, while those who joined most 

recently have member numbers over 20,000. Consequently, participants with lower 

member numbers will enjoy higher status than those who recently joined because they 

will have a longer record of interactions with other members archived at the board. Since 

status is valuable in obtaining more desirable dates, virtual reputations are guarded 

carefully by behaving as agreed and maintaining a reputation as a good partner. A 

participant’s virtual reputation is a measure of his or her trustworthiness.  

One of the biggest hazards for participants is to unknowingly arrange a 

rendezvous with the police posing as hobbyist or provider. Most providers will not see a 

new hobbyist without a reference from another provider or a recommendation from an 

established hobbyist, and many hobbyists will not see an unknown provider. Providers 

typically post caveats such as, “References Required” or “You must be a known 

poster/member, and please provide at least 2 member references!”  The most credible 

way to establish a trustable reputation is to consummate a sexual exchange with another 

member. This will demonstrate that he or she is a genuine participant and not a police 

officer. But getting the first date can be problematic. A new member with only a screen 

name and join date to their credit will find it difficult to arrange a date with another 

member unless they can prove that they are a legitimate participant. This presents a 

conundrum for new members who don’t know anyone at the board. One “newbie” (new 

hobbyist) expressed his frustration in the post that follows: 

No Reviews, No Referral, No Dice, How do you see your first girl? 
I have had two turn downs. One told me on the phone to see another girl, 
then call her back. The other told me the same thing in a returned email. 
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How do you see your first girl so you can write a review or have a 
reference? (Hobbyist xxx) 
 

Providers may encounter the same problem if they are new to the board. 

The Chicken & The Egg rule 
. . . . I’m new... I’ve noticed a lot of people are leery about meeting 
someone until there’s a review up, but how is it you get that First 
review??? Just thought it funny (strange)... It’s like going for that job that 
you have education in, but they want EXP only. Well?!?!?! How do you 
get the Experience? . . . . I’d love to know more, and get to know the Men 
and Women of the Board. (Provider xxx) 
 

Providers previously employed by an agency may be able to use someone in the 

business that they know as a reference. An option for new hobbyists is to see a provider 

with an escort agency associated with the board and use that provider as a reference. 

Eventually, if a new member is persistent, someone will take a risk and agree to 

rendezvous with them after a telephone conversation, a platonic meeting, or a number of 

convincing virtual exchanges. 

Many of the discussion threads use code words and specialized acronyms for 

commonly used terms in order to simplify and streamline, as well as disguise and conceal 

illegal and sexually explicit terms from law enforcement and others who might be 

provoked. The glossary in the Appendix identifies over 150 terms developed and used by 

this and similar sites, primarily for the purposes of accurately communicating the details 

of escort encounters to each other.  

Taking-One-For-The-Team (TOFTT) is the term used when an established 

hobbyist sees an unknown provider. Generally this entails paying the provider’s rate and 

hoping that she is not with law enforcement (LE), and that she is a quality provider. The 

first hobbyist to see and review a new provider gains status from other hobbyists for 
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taking the risk. The next day the message below was posted by a trusted hobbyist in reply 

to the provider who posted the “Chicken and Egg” topic: 

I saw [Provider] earlier at her place (with the reference of my trusted and 
respected friend . . . and she is NOT LE but IS a hot spinner. I do not have 
time tonight to compose a proper review but the cliff notes are: BBBJ, FS, 
DATY and a WA HOO ending. She has a nice discrete safe incall. Will I 
see her again? An emphatic YES!! Oh those bedroom eyes. Complete 
review to follow soon. Good night.  
 

Shortly after a fellow provider welcomed her to the board by writing, “WELCUM 

TO THE BOARD BEAUTIFUL!!!!” The thread concludes with a post from the initial 

provider writing, “WOW!!! THANKS SO MUCH!!! I had an excellent time myself!!!” 

However, encounters don’t always go so smoothly, especially when participants 

neglect to check references, as one provider discovered: 

I never really did check references too much simply because I’m a pretty 
good judge of character...then last Sunday LE [city] did their best to try to 
make a bust. Thankfully, god above has blessed me with a brain and the 
ability to use it. So, needless to say once again they failed in their mission 
to get their bad guy, which happened to me on that particular day! 
Unfortunately due to the series of events on that particular day I’m forced 
to check references now... I am truly sorry I have to do this, but it is 
always better to be safe than sorry! I still love you guys dearly so I hope 
there are no hard feelings!!! Xoxoxo 
 

Hazards also apply to hobbyists.  The subject of a post read, “Police Placing 

Decoy Ads on Craigslist to Bust Paid Sex.” One of the members responded, “With so 

many great girls around with fabulous reviews, why do you start at that bastion of scams 

and ripoffs called Craigslist?” To which another hobbyist replied, “Thank you for the 

heads up, it might be time to lay low...but then again I am pretty sure it’s ok to hang with 

friends.” Craigslist, like traditional classified advertising venues, has no reputation 
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system, so exchanges are inherently more risky. Threats from disingenuous participants 

underscore the necessity of a reliable mechanism to avoid encounters with the law. 

The Review Forum 

 Escort reviews are one of the most valuable assets of the board, and the top 

feature attracting hobbyists to this particular site. In most cases, a review regarding a 

particular encounter can be found nowhere else. Most hobbyists will not see a provider 

for the first time before searching for a review about her. A good review will enhance the 

reputation of a provider, while a bad review may diminish her reputation. The review 

forum is a feedback mechanism that encourages good behavior from providers by 

threatening to discredit those who provide poor service with a bad reputation, and 

rewarding those who provide good service with a better reputation. In addition, the 

system discourages posting of false information by discrediting and diminishing the 

reputation of those who do. 

Escort reviews are an important source of information about providers for 

hobbyists because unlike an escort ad which is written from the provider’s point of view, 

a credible review will generally include objective information about the relative quality 

of her services, her personality and enthusiasm, as well as her faults, limitations, and 

idiosyncrasies. Escort reviews provide valuable information for hobbyists, confirms 

providers’ claims, and keeps providers honest. 

There are two basic types of reviews: those about new providers about which little 

is known; and those regarding established providers. The first type of review is highly 

informational, usually serious, written with lots of detail and carefully read by many. 

These often receive feedback with questions from other hobbyists and providers in an 
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effort to learn more about the new provider. In contrast, reviews of established providers, 

those known by many of the members, usually confirm what is already known about the 

providers, and serve primarily as a promotion for the provider and as a means for a 

reviewer to gain status. These reviews tend to contain less detail about the specific 

characteristic of the provider (because these can be found in other reviews). Instead, they 

often focus on a specific aspect important to the hobbyist, the circumstances of the 

encounter, what about the provider was remarkable, and why the provider deserves 

another review. While either review can be an opportunity for the hobbyist to express 

himself, brag about an exploit, and contribute to his own reputation, the former type of 

review is generally a better occasion for this because the objective details of the provider 

are already known, leaving more room for the hobbyist to demonstrate his wit, 

knowledge, humor, and experience. Below is a typical review by a new hobbyist about an 

established provider. 

Hobbyist: This is my first review. I’m a younger dude, but I have a thing 
for more mature women. Sweet&Sassy fit my fantasy to the T. I was 
running late to the incall, and Sweet&Sassy still kept my appointment. 
She’s got a nice little place and put on some relaxing music in the 
bedroom. She’s sooo sexy, verrrry pretty eyes and smile, and an awesome 
curvy figure, and incredible butt. WOW. Her body is perfect. I’ve been 
thinking about her for days now and can’t wait to see her again. Thanks 
Sweet&Sassy! – BigDave 
 

Escort Reviews 

Since the operators of the site prohibit discussions of illegal activities, many 

reviews are presented as fictionalized dreams using euphemisms or acronyms to describe 

the details of the event. In this context, a good review will briefly describe the 

circumstances of the encounter, why the hobbyist decided to call the provider, where they 
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met, the first impression, and whether the provider met the hobbyist’s expectations. 

Despite the prohibition on discussing illegal activities, the review guidelines encourage 

details about the specific sexual services as experienced by the hobbyist, often including 

a numerical ranking system which rates a number of common attributes and skills (see 

list of acronyms in Appendix 6) of the provider from one to ten. The review often 

finishes with a summary of pros and cons recommending the provider to hobbyists who 

look for particular attributes. 

Below is a review written by a long-time hobbyist about an established provider. 

Hobbyist: Before I talk about my “Dream” with Cathy69, I should 
mention that I was reluctant to write this for only one reason, I want her 
for myself! This Goddess is what Life is all about. A Free Spirit; Loving 
and Living Life to it’s Fullest. Not only does her Beauty overwhelm you, 
her personality is so vibrant that she feels like your closest 
friend/girlfriend. 

She is the Ultimate MILF! She is the woman you see shopping in 
the mall and wish you could hop in the sack with. She is the lady you wish 
your friends could see you with. She is the Perfect example of the Mom 
described in Fountains of Wayne song “Stacy’s Mom” song. If you have 
not seen the Music Video of “Stacy’s Mom”, you ought to see it. It 
describes Cathy69 perfectly. 

Ok... enough of my babbling. Here was my Dream: A knock on the 
door and in walks one of the most beautiful ladies I have ever laid my eyes 
upon. Wearing a pink top and blue jeans that emphasized her totally 
awesome figure, (she doesn’t even work out) which is the envy of almost 
any woman. She if fit, trim and OMG! the most beautiful breasts. No sag 
here, as they resemble the firm and fullness of a 21 year old. 
In the dream, we shared a few hugs and soft kisses then chatted for a 
while. With her warmth and openness, she can’t help but make you relax. I 
felt like I was a kid in college going out with the Hottest lady on Campus. 
You have all been there; she is so beautiful and so HOT that you KNOW 
you would never have a chance getting a date if you saw her with her 
girlfriends in a bar. But, here she is, inches from you. Her smile makes 
you melt, her soft voice relaxes you. The smile is so genuine that you 
know she is either the best actress on earth or she is very happy to be with 
you. 

As my dream progressed, she removed her jeans and I removed her 
top. What would you expect to see? Only an all over tan, and the bra and 
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panties that a Victoria Secret model could only dream of. As I removed 
my clothes, the warmth of her body and the sensual touch of her hands on 
my back as we embraced caused blood to flow to significant parts of my 
body. What else could a man do but lay her on the bed and worship her 
body. Kisses from her lips to her toes, hearing soft moans of delight. 
Removing her bra revealed the most perfect breasts I have ever seen. They 
are there for your pleasure and respond very nicely. Traveling down her 
flat tummy to a matching pair of thong panties, her hips arching up to 
meet kisses, only alluded to the anticipation of things to come. Her inner 
thighs are like heaven, kissing and licking... seeing her respond with 
wetness was oh so exciting. When the time came to slide off her panties, 
the vision in my dream revealed a freshly shaven, ultra-soft, baby smooth 
pubic mound and a beautiful set of folded lips awaiting to be opened. The 
top of her lips had a fold that hid the most tender and responsive clit. 
One could not help themselves to savoring the delightful nectar that flows 
from such a fragrant flower. No doubt a man that favors sweet nectar 
could spend an evening there, as I did. Imagine every time things heat up, 
you take a break and then you build up again, like a crescendo of music, 
each time being more and more intense. You are rewarded with orgasmic 
delights, over and over again. 

Have you ever met a woman that didn’t return the favor? Well, 
Cathy69 is a giver too... Oh Yes... a True Giver. Her voracious appetite for 
returning the favor will take you over the edge. don’t try to make her 
stop... she won’t. She loves the Orgasmic rewards too... She is a Pleaser 
and a Giver. 

Is there More, Absolutely... My dream had a CG written all over it. 
Imagine you are a Bronco Bull in a Bar and she climbs on top to Ride the 
Bull... She is the only one that can stay on to the end. She knows all the 
moves to Ride that Bronco, how to grind, hold on, and get every thrust and 
bump out of it. So, I must say she is the Best in Bronco Riding too... 
So, maybe now you understand why she is the Ultimate MILF and why I 
want her for myself! Cathy69... you are AWESOME... and TRULY... 1 of 
a KIND! 
 

Reviews may also be couched in other euphemisms. The following reviewer 

described his encounter in therapeutic terms: 

Hobbyist-722: . . . So I’m all tense, stressed out from too much daily 
baggage. I thought about seeing a psychologist, but then I remembered 
...when better to discuss your issues than after being drained to the max of 
all flow-hindering pipe juice. Just [Provider-801’s] professional uniform is 
worth the price of admission. She quickly diagnosed how to best address 
my particular mental issues. She misdirected me in the way the lucky ones 
here in [. . .] have had experience. Overall, I left her office with a big 
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smile on my face and a blissful amnesia. I don’t even know what made me 
go to get [Provider-801’s] special therapy. I guess I’ll just have to keep 
returning just to find out what I may have told her. 
 
[Provider-801]: You KNOW, I’m always here for ya. 
 

In addition to adhering to the official Posting Rules, the review forum lists 

additional recommendations for posting an informative and unbiased review: 1) Clearly 

identify the provider with her working and/or screen name, contact information, and 

photo if possible; 2) A description of the experience including how the provider acted 

(sweet, seductive, in a hurry, etc.), how she made you feel (special, in charge, gross, etc.). 

“The more details the better.” It need not include a graphic description of intimate details, 

but there is a list of over 100 acronyms, slang and euphemisms to identify most sexual 

acts and frequently encountered behaviors (see Appendix 6). Indicate how long you have 

known the provider, whether it was your first time, and if you had any expectations about 

her based on other reviews or recommendations; 4) Do you have any kind of friendship 

or business relationship with the provider or receive any special consideration in return 

for writing the review?  

National review boards require a more structured database system than the 

narrative structure of a BBS in order for hobbyists to easily find and retrieve data because 

of the much larger number of providers. These larger, more commercialized review 

boards, such as TER or BigDoggie, prompt hobbyists to select from multiple choice 

questions to describe a provider’s service. This results in numerical data which is better 

suited for searching and storing in a structured database. TheEroticReview.com (TER) 

uses the following scales for hobbyists to rate a provider’s appearance, attitude, and 
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performance. The rating scale at TER is an attempt to maximize objectivity in order to 

better quantify each provider’s type and quality of service. 

Figure 4 
Provider Rating Attributes (theEroticReview.com 15 Sept 2008) 
 
Appearance     Attitude 
10  She was a one in a million.  10  It was a one in a million. 
9  She was model material.  9  I forgot it was a service. 
8  She was really hot.   8  She went the extra mile. 
7  She was attractive.   7  It was really hot. 
6  She was nice looking.   6  It was a nice time. 
5  She was plain looking.  5  Average. 
4  OK, if you are drunk.   4  She just laid there. 
3  She was fairly homely.  3  It was barely worth the effort. 
2  She was simply ugly.   2  I should have stayed home. 
1  I was really scared.   1  A total rip-off. 

 
Performance 
Massage:     Yes – Nude 
Massage Quality:    Don’t Know 
Sex:     Yes 
S&M:     No 
Blow Job:    Yes - Without Condom 
Cum In Mouth:   Yes - Swallows 
Touch Pussy:    Yes - On The Inside 
Lick Pussy:    Yes 
Kiss:     Yes - With Tongue 
Anal:     No 
Two Girl Action:   Yes - Really Bi 
Will Bring 2nd Provider:  Yes 
More Than One Guy:   No 
No Rush Session:   Yes 
Multiple Pops:   Yes 

 
In contrast, the review forum at the board is not structured like a database, but is 

instead a free-form narrative. Consequently, a review at the board requires more thought 

to post and it requires more time to read reviews. The reviewer below lets his audience 

know that this is his first review and describes his experience with the provider he saw, 

indicating what happened, how cooperative she was, and her attitude, concluding that he 
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was satisfied and suggesting that others might be, too. The positive review prompted the 

provider to thank him and clarify a questionable point mentioned in the review. 

Hobbyist: Long time lurker here. First review. The dream is about Demi. 
She is a very curvy and sexy Cuban woman. BBBJ was one of the best 
sloppy and with attention to the boys. I’m sure DATY was available just 
not my thing. Then we proceed to Mish, CG, RCG, walking the dog. What 
a view of that booty. Very into it and demanding that you give it to her 
hard. I asked where does she want me to give it to her and she says 
anywhere so more BBBJ and I exploded all over her face. We chatted for 
a bit. I believe 2nd round was available but I was pretty drained from the 
first one. 
Body–9, BBBJ–10, Mish–10, CG–10, RCG–10, K9–10, Attitude–10 
 
Provider: Thanks for the great review. I enjoyed our time together. I 
promise after the first you can relax and I’ll get the second cup from u 
next time – DEMI 

 
Providers frequently respond to their reviewers with praise. This is free 

advertising for providers, since they may only post two ads per day and are not allowed 

to make posts in the general discussion board that are blatantly ads. The hobbyist below 

describes his encounter by comparing it to another provider familiar to the audience. He 

describes who she reminded him of and how she made him feel, complimenting her on 

her skill and attitude, but cautioning that CIM is not allowed. The provider replies to 

thank the hobbyist for the good review, welcoming the hobbyist to call her again, and 

joking about how she liked the date.  

Hobbyist: I had some free time yesterday, and I decided to spend it with 
Lysette55. There is not much I can say that has not already been said. Her 
attitude reminds me a lot of Katie. She is cheerful and playful, and still has 
the youthfulness in her. Felt more like I was back in high school (this is a 
good thing). One of the best BBBJ’s I have had in a long time with plenty 
of dirty talk and spit. Only problem is CIM is not allowed, however you 
can come all over those beautiful D’s. CG, Mish, and Doggie were all 
served with pleasure. . . . 
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Lysette55: Hey Sweet heart, thanx. I had a real good time also I must say I 
definitely enjoyed myself, he, he....lol So much I can’t wait to do it all 
over again xoxoxox.....You are more than welcome to Rock my love boat 
any time he, he...Mhuazzz Yours truly Lysette55 

 
Although most of the audience resides in the local area, the board is used by 

hobbyists from other areas when visiting from out of town. Many have their own local 

boards and welcome the opinions and advice of like-minded hobbyists when traveling 

away from home. The out-of-town hobbyist below expressed his appreciation to the 

members for the information reviews contained at the board and the accommodating 

provider he saw.  

SUBJECT - Marci, Made this out-of-towner feel at home 
Hobbyist: I visited your area on business from out of state last week. First, 
I want to thank those of you who have posted reviews on this board. They 
certainly take the guesswork out of the hobby. Based on the reviews, I 
called Marci and set up a 4 hour date. She answered her phone, called 
when she said she would, and was early for our date. To describe the date 
would just repeat all the great reviews she’s had here. She is a for sure 
GFE, you really do think you’re with the girlfriend you always wish you 
had. 

One little note: one review said she offers Greek, but she does not. 
(I didn’t ask, she offered the info). Petite, 30ish, 100% wants to please. 
Thanks all for your advice. 

 
Hobbyists do not question their obligation to honor the personal limits of each 

provider, and the types of activities she is willing to perform. Although “no” is not 

always welcome, it is generally respected-- not only to avoid personal castigation and 

being blacklisted by other providers, but most hobbyists are law abiding, upper middle 

class business men for whom taking something that isn’t for sale is theft.  

Since the majority of the providers are in their 20s, and most of the hobbyists are 

in their 40s and 50s, it is not unusual for the age difference between partners to be 15 or 

20 years, inspiring hobbyists to comment about how young they are made to feel.  
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SUBJECT - Jesika says “no”? Believe it or not. 
Hobbyist: Maybe in Bizarro World; maybe if you want some obscure 
circus act, or perhaps a pagan ritual. But other than that, after my time 
with her I can’t imagine the word “no” ever cumming from her sweet lips. 
It’s been a while since I’ve been up on the horse. At the recommendation 
of a friend of 26 years, I contacted Jesika to relieve my pent up energy. It 
took quite a bit of time to verify me, but with patience, I got my 
opportunity. She is careful about seeing new clients, but in this day and 
age, who could blame her. 

She is so damn cute, I almost felt like a dirty old pervert. Then it 
hit me, “yes I am.” Kissing like highschoolers, with her flexible little 
spinner body and an acute oral fixation; she is an honest to goodness man-
pleaser. She actually gets off getting YOU off.  

I left grinning from ear to ear. My energy SPENT!!! I will not wait 
this long to see her again. Her headline should read, “Sweet Girl Corrupts 
Old Man.” 

 
Most providers prefer older men, and often indicate “40 or older” in their ads. 

Many providers find older men easier to handle, safer, and more financially secure.  

Many hobbyists also prefer older, more experienced women with whom they may have 

more in common and feel more comfortable. 

In this dream, I make a visit to see Alexandria. When you are not a 
kiss and tell type of guy, it is always difficult to write or type a useful 
review. Alexandria is about 5’7”, about 36 b maybe c, waist about around 
27” and hips around 38 to 40. No signs of kids. She is nice and healthy, 
soft woman not an athlete. The stomach is flat. I say she weighs about 130 
to 140lbs. She does have a true Brazilian ass but the view from behind 
very nice and she has a clean shaven kitty with average tightness. She has 
nice thick thighs not fat. 

First, I am a meat and potatoes type of guy. I only like light kissing 
if that and require cover for BJ. CBJ was medium speed and average 
friction and not sloppy wet which is good for me. I don’t think she minds 
BBBJ. I don’t entertain DATY or DATO but kitty was clean. I do enjoy 
breast worship and she enjoys wax on wax off hand motion on her chest. 
She told me she loves kissing and nibbling. She is built for comfort not 
speed and she is a perfect match for us older guys. One thing though, her 
face was nice and she has very nice feet. I thought she was eager to please 
and seek out clues of approval (sometime verbally). If you a silent guy, 
speak up and say what you like. I do only one cup but I thinks that is all 
she offers. 
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She is in school. Conversation was alright and her English was 
good but there was a slight limitation or maybe hesitation to find the write 
words. She was very truthful and looks at the board from time to time. I 
read the one bad review she talked about. A good deal of young women 
doesn’t know how to do a HJ. The best HJ for me came from women in 
their late 30s and 40s. There are few young women that worship the stick 
but experience comes with time in the game or a good teacher. We talked 
about how popular Lucy is right now...this dream was before the bad 
reviews. I think she looks much better in the face than Lucy, just my 
opinion. Young men and freaks stay away. She is very nice for us middle 
aged out of shape guys. Be nice ..... first review. 

 
This long-time hobbyist wrote the following review after seeing one of the most 

popular providers for the first time. Here, one can feel the hobbyist’s projection of a 

macho identity and his disdain for the “other” men who have to pay for sex. 

SUBJECT: I waited a long time and..., she was nothing like I expected. 
Hobbyist: Finally...after all this time, my schedule and Jannie’s worked 
out. I made it to the incall and she opened the door...and really didn’t look 
anything like I had expected. She was dressed very plainly, and looked 
like the sweet girl from “next door”. This is where everything ended being 
average. Within 30 seconds, she bent over and removed her jeans...and she 
revealed one of the most spectacular rear views imaginable. 

Jannie went from being the quiet, shy and plain girl...to being a 
machine focused on my 100 percent satisfaction in 2 seconds flat. 
Unlike a lot of the guys who review, I cannot imagine any of the girls 
from the board ever truly enjoying their work so much that they would be 
having “cookies” with the likes of me or any of the jerks from the board. I 
haven’t believed it with any of the girls... including Jannie. But, I can tell 
you that Jannie was 100 percent into doing whatever it took to make my 
hour memorable. Any and every position I would have wanted and great 
sound effects, etc...(The price of admission was worth it just to hear the 
sound effects). Jannie is one part girl next door, one part Biker Chick, One 
part energizer bunny, one part sex machine, but, most of all...can tell, even 
from the short time with her...she is a warm and special person who 
deserves more than to spend her time with the jerks on this board. Keep 
your hands off of her....She’s Mine !!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 
 

One of the most important elements of a good review is the attitude of the 

provider. Hobbyists want to believe that their experience is mutually appreciated, either 

because their partner is sexually gratified, or that she takes satisfaction from pleasing her 
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client. Providers must appear eager to please or be pleasured. Mediocre service is often 

blamed on the provider being disinterested.  

Bad reviews are serious business for a provider, and providers often dispute 

reviews that are misleading or mistaken when they discover them. Sometimes a 

derogatory statement in a review is just a misunderstanding that can be cleared up with 

some minor clarification. But other times, when the facts are not clear, and neither party 

will back down, the determination will depend upon the credibility of participants, and 

how many members come to their aid.  

The following reviews demonstrate how accurate and honest reviews are solicited 

and produced through a process of interaction, dispute and consensus. These discussion 

threads also demonstrate the serious concern that participants have for their online 

personas, and the importance of qualities of trust and reputation associated with them. 

They also reveal the sincere desire to arrive at an unbiased truth, and how the 

accumulation of these efforts reveals the genuine attitudes and values of each of the 

participants.  

SUBJECT: Provider-7410, A new review 
Hobbyist-1: Well this is my first review on this board. Admittedly I am 
not a very experienced hobbyist. I met [Provider-1] yesterday at her place 
off of [location]. For some reason I was expecting a private residence, 
which it is not. It is very clean and well taken care of and the area seems 
safe as well. [Provider-1] met me in a fairly sexy outfit and took me back 
to one of the rooms. I have to say that her pictures need to be upgraded. I 
couldn’t actually tell if they were pictures of her or not. If they are they are 
pretty old pictures. She is much more “robust” than the pictures show. 
Being as I am not into a FS GFE that is o.k. I think to that with all the 
previous reviews I had maybe too high of expectations. As I said I am not 
very experienced. We got the “hard part” out of the way first as that is 
what I like to do. It prevents distraction from the rest of the massage. I was 
a bit taken aback by all the up-selling. I take in the appropriate fee in an 
unmarked envelope and leave my wallet home. I figured for a buck fifty 
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that what she advertised is what is available as long as it was for the hour. 
Not so. The massage was more tickling than massaging. Perhaps I should 
have asked for more pressure but was probably an up grade. She asked if I 
wanted a second cup of coffee and when I said sure that was another 20. 
But, I must say that in the spirit of Christmas she said that one was on her, 
and a good one it was. 

All in all I must say it wasn’t a bad experience, perhaps my 
expectations were too high, but I was a disappointed with everything being 
extra. 
 
Hobbyist-2: [Hobbyist-1], your 1st review gives us more useful info than 
many others written by more experienced hobbyists. Pictures not recent 
(“robust” slays me!) + low quality massage + one cup + upselling = recipe 
for disappointment. 
 
Hobbyist-3: Good job [Hobbyist-1] 
 
Hobbyist-4: Must be a personal preference for her or maybe i caught her 
on a good day, saw her a few months back, very accommodating and some 
unexpected alphabet treats. Agree that her pics were a bit outdated, but 
gave her an E for effort. No seconds offered, but admittedly i enjoyed a 
longer build up to the destination that day. I don’t think i paid the $ 1/2 
though... I was cool with her, she was cool with me. 
 
Hobbyist-5: This was one of the best reviews I have ever read about 
[Provider-1]. Your information regarding her appearance, up grades, etc. 
are invaluable. 
I never really liked the office location or set up. I also like a place with a 
shower, and I do not think they have one. The old location they worked 
from did not even have a restroom in the suite. Thanks again for the 
feedback. 
 
Hobbyist-1: Appreciate the feedback. I just calls them as I sees them. 
 
Hobbyist-6: Thanks, nice review. 
 
PROVIDER-1: Just wanted to say HAPPY HOLIDAYS to YOU all. So 
very sorry Hobbyist-1 was a bit taken back by the up-grades (up-selling as 
he put it) But in all honesty I don’t think you can go anywhere for 150 
roses and have as many cups of coffee as you wish. And what was said is 
it’s usually an up grade but NOT A BIG DEAL....after all it is the holiday. 
Trying to be nice I received a kick in the head! I’m extremely fair and 
those of you who know me...know that. I also posted a more recent photo 
so please I apologize to [Hobbyist-1], I thought we had a bit of a rapport 
since we have written back-n-forth for some time.....wow, I was I little 
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taken back as well. Again those of you that know ME, know the type of 
person I am, I will always be the first to apologize, make things right, 
offer up-grades for nothing....that’s me. So if you were wondering about 
me, my only hope would be that you would give me a chance before you 
judge me. And for the HOLIDAYS two cups of coffee is offered as per 
holiday special. So give me a call ...TIS THE SEASON FOR GIVING! 
and have a wonderful CHRISTMAS and NEW YEAR! LOVE [Provider-
1] 
 
Hobbyist-7: Hey Provider-1, my sessions with you were relaxing and 
VERY HAPPY. There was no pressure and I spent a very nice time with 
you both times I saw you. You are also a sweet sexy woman 
 
Hobbyist-8: Her session absolutely sucked. She just kept hammering me 
and hustling me for more $$$ and ruined the session. I also found her 
quite unattractive and overweight. She is at least $75 overpriced without 
any of the add-ons. There are many much more attractive women with a 
better attitude who truly care about the customer satisfaction. Gentlemen, 
let’s vote with our dollars and kick this hog to the curb!! 
  
Hobbyist-9: Every now and then, free speech sucks. 
 
Hobbyist-10: Well said Mr. [Hobbyist-8] 
 

While many bad reviews are confined to objective complaints such as a “no 

show” (got stood up) or false advertising, issues regarding the quality of an established 

provider’s service is often met with opposition from others who are allied with the 

provider. A hobbyist who comes to the defense of a provider is called a “white knight.” 

These threads often become heated arguments that result in members aligning themselves 

on one side or the other of the dispute.  

SUBJECT: [Provider-277], One Nasty B**** 
Hobbyist-1: Tried to make an appointment with her because of some 
decent reviews. She screamed at me over the phone about calling her 
phone #. She never returned my phone calls even during the hours she 
posted she would be working. I am trying to give her my money. She 
doesn’t return my phone calls, and then gives me an attitude. Just by 
talking to her on the phone that is one person I will never see (and hope I 
am saving the money of some poor guy that has to put up with that 
attitude). Some women think that no matter how good looking they are 
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they can treat guys like shit and it doesn’t matter. Hopefully it matters 
when someone reads this review and doesn’t spend their money with 
them. I never did anything to this person but respond to that ad that she 
advertised. Then calls up my phone and starts screaming at me for leaving 
two messages. That’s Bullshit. 

There are plenty of girls working out their with nice personalities. 
No one should have to put with this kind of bullshit. If you advertise every 
day, you must want people to call you. If you don’t return there phone 
calls or answer your phone that’s your problem. 

For your information, her ad originally said she was working from 
12:00-6:00 (she has since changed it to 2:00). I wanted to get an 
appointment in for early this afternoon. My first call was at 10:52, then it 
was 11:40, then it was 12:38, then it was at 2:18. She called be back and 
said she was booked. Why would you place an ad today if you were 
booked for today? Surely if you weren’t booked you must have been 
answering your phone. 

Bottom line is she should have never called and bitched at me for 
simply responding to her ad that she placed. If she is that much of a bitch, 
I can only imagine what happens after she has your money. 
 
Provider-277: Sweetie if you are going to come online and complain at 
least complain the truth, you have been calling me since 9:15am this 
morning, which my ad did read 12 and I changed it to 3pm I became 
booked until that time , so I changed the time to later so I could save 
someone a phone call during that time. If you read my ad I ask that during 
my hours I am available “To Call” and during “NON” to email, so you are 
the one rude calling so early, providers that work on here have other jobs 
and a life. Second, I tried being polite to you, a man 44 years old, (which 
you claim to be) have I ever seen act this way and immature, nor calls a 
lady over and over again. After browsing your posts you have made on 
here, seems no lady can please you. Third, I did not hollar at you, I called 
you back when I became free and said that there was only a need to call 
one time, I always check messages and there was no need to call one after 
another like you did, I always return calls anyone will tell you that... then I 
told you I was booked, and my intuition proved me right in doing so. Also, 
sometimes even if a lady is “Booked” she may still post an ad with her 
hours in case she receives a “Cancellation”. My intuition or feeling about 
a person has never failed me, once again it shines through. If you feel that 
I “bitched” at you... I apologize, but as much as you called since early this 
morning made me feel uncomfortable. 
 
Hobbyist-1: Bottom Line: If you had returned your message, and hadn’t 
been a bitch there would be no post. Like I said, just because you think 
you are great looking, doesn’t give you the right to treat people like shit. If 
you hadn’t been so rude, there would not have been a post. 
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You want to keep this thread alive be my guest. I only report my 
experiences with providers to save people their time and money. Other 
people have had the same bad experiences that I have had in my previous 
posts. Try something: Try being polite to someone who doesn’t give you 
money, you might find that they are nice to you in return.  
 
Hobbyist-2: I will not take sides in this dispute, however I have seen this 
lovely lady and she is a dream.  
 
Hobbyist-3 “Try something: Try being polite to someone who doesn’t give 
you money, you might find that they are nice to you in return.” What 
exactly do you mean by this? My curiosity has been sparked about this 
lady. May I start off by saying I am nobody’s White Knight. I did call this 
lady today for an appointment and she was booked. She was not rude, in 
fact the complete opposite. [Hobbyist-1], in all of your 76 posts I have not 
read anything nice about any of the providers may them be independent 
body rub girl, escort, escort agency, or mp. Maybe you are the one who 
has high standards. It seems like not one person can please you. Now I 
know where this is going to end up going. You are going to look at all of 
my posts and bash me for not writing reviews. As it seems like this is 
always what happens here [at the Board]. Might I add I have seen (Rose, 
Lynn, Tamara, and a few others) and there is nothing I can say about these 
ladies that hasn’t been said before. I have read all of her reviews and not 
once have I read about her yelling to anyone 
What kind of drugs are you on, id like to know. Your incredibly distasteful 
review makes no sense in any way. It sounds like you’re angry at the 
world. I think its time you took a vacation, start acting like a man and not 
a child. I don’t blame her or any other provider for not taking you in.  
 
Hobbyist-4: [Hobbyist-3], what is your mission...yes , you prodded me 
into reading your posts, and I did. It only made me skeptical...write a 
review of one of the ladies you have seen so we can compare notes. ;) 
 
Hobbyist-5: I’m curious too, why did you feel the need to make so many 
phone calls in one day? Did you fail to understand that maybe she was 
busy? Geez man, get it thru your head when they don’t pick up is cause of 
a reason and doesn’t give you the right to keep calling over and over 
again. Always have a plan B. Then coming online calling her a b*tch and 
you didn’t even really see her in person. To me you are just a little man 
trying to sound big. [Provider-277] has been a stand up person since she 
got on the board and a total lady.  
 
Hobbyist-3: I have no mission. Just an old fart that frowns upon seeing a 
guy try to ruin a well respected young lady’s business. I will only post 
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detailed reviews of the ladies i have seen if they request it. But ill leave 
you to this. The best provider I have seen by far is Rose. 
 
Hobbyist-6: I found that [Provider-277] was about as friendly and nice a 
provider as I have seen-- without coming across as putting on an act. She 
treated me as a guest-- which in my view is better than a customer. That 
being said. She has her limitations, boundaries and rules, and little to no 
tolerance for stepping outside of them. Without apology, She will take 
none of what she perceives to be shit about it, good natured or otherwise. 
Does that make her a B**ch? Not in my view. Can she be one, you betcha. 
But the choice is really up to you.  
[. . .] 
Hobbyist-7: I am not one to post but I’m compelled to for [Provider-277]. 
I have known [Provider-277] on a professional business relationship and 
she is the most sweetest, kind, caring and pleasing person I have come 
across. Obviously from all of us who have come to her defense you are 
barking up the wrong tree. Whatever your motivation is or was don’t try to 
ruin the reputation of someone who is a gem and we appreciate her for her 
good massage. If you can’t find anything else to complain about why 
don’t you start a letter campaign to President George Bush asking him 
why the response time to the hurricane victims was late. This should keep 
you busy 
[. . .] 
Hobbyist-8: Knowing [Provider-277] ever since she first posted and I have 
visited her on several occasions, I HAVE NEVER had what you say you 
experienced and by her reviews neither have several guys. I know you are 
exaggerating what occurred to you. Don’t bash a wonderful and caring 
person like [Provider-277] because you are upset in NOT getting an 
appointment with her at the time you wanted. I believe you owe her an 
apology for your post. Be nice and your will be rewarded 10 fold. Now 
smile and have a nice day.  
 
Hobbyist-9: Dude you have a serious problem. I had made two smart ass 
post about [Provider-277]’s age restriction. First time she was nice about 
it, the second time she was STILL nice about it, yet she let me know that I 
needed to get over it. I have spoken to her on the phone and she was still 
nice. 
[. . .] 
Moderator-1: [Hobbyist-1], sorry to here about your misfortune. It doesn’t 
look like there is a chance that you and [Provider-277] are going to 
connect. Everyone should be able to formulate there own opinion of 
[Provider-277] based on what has been said by people that have seen her. 
This thread is closed. 
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[This thread consists of over 25 posts over 10 days before it was closed by 
the moderator] 
 

However, many hobbyists are reluctant to post bad reviews because often they 

will be criticized by the provider’s regular clients.  

Provider-5000: . . . if you go up against a girl on this board, the white 
knights come out, and bottom--bottom line is people want to fuck us. They 
don’t want to fuck the guys so whatever the man will say we’re still going 
to  . . . come out on top or unscathed . . . . If you have a prior . . . 
reputation. 

 
Most disputes occur because of an honest misunderstanding. Sometimes, more 

than one provider becomes involved.  

SUBJECT: Sorry I have to write this, Stood up 4 times 
Hobbyist-1: I am sorry I have to write this but , it is important to let other 
hobbyists know of my experience. [Provider-1] is a nice woman and is 
well liked [at the Board] so this hard to write. The first three times I was 
stood up it was okay calls were never returned. I would try several days 
later and set new appt would get an excuse family emergency, broken car, 
bad weather. The fourth one was unacceptable Made appt. for Tues. at 
1:30 pm called the next day to confirm and was told to move appt up to 
1pm I said yes asked for directions and she hung up on me. Called back a 
couple of times to try to reconnect never got a call back. I know she is a 
nice person deep down but Indy land should know of this behavior when 
thinking of seeing her. It was not easy to write this because of all the white 
knight and other providers will attack me and defend her. But the facts are 
the facts 
 
Hobbyist-2: Hey man, I appreciate your honesty but the facts are the facts. 
I will keep this in mind when I try to see her because she is definitely on 
my short list. Maybe she moved down a couple spots is all. =) 
 
Hobbyist-3: Honest and very helpful post. Don’t let the Whiteknighters 
get to you. There is no excuse to treat somebody this way. 
 
Hobbyist-4: Looks like a fishy story. [Provider-1] is a great gal. Guess 
crap doesn’t happen to you? 
 
Provider-1: Okay I just saw this. As everyone may or may not know, I am 
not a petite woman. I am 5’11 unshod and plus sized. I state this on my 
website. I have always stated this. I believe in being totally honest about 
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myself. When Hobbyist-1 initially PM’d me about seeing me, I thought it 
was a joke. If you recall, he wrote a review on [Provider-22] and in it he 
said she needed to lose 5 pounds. In my opinion, [Provider-22] has one of 
the best bodies on this site. She has a woman’s body, very curvy and sexy 
but not fat at all. Why would he want to see me if he feels she needs to 
lose 5 pounds. He didn’t say 10 or 15 or even 20. He said 5 pounds as if 
her losing the five pounds will make a big difference in her appearance. I 
PMed him at least three times after he contacted me to tell him I am not a 
little girl. Don’t get me wrong guys. I am not Jabba the Hut. I can get 
around very well. I walk five miles when I walk and swim for an hour 
after my water aerobics classes. I kept asking if he were sure he wanted to 
see me. I just can’t get over him dissing [Provider-22] for being an extra 
five pounds but wanting to see me. It doesn’t make sense to me. I am 
working out now almost every day. If you notice my workout blog you 
will see this. I find it hard to believe that he would post in an otherwise 
wonderful review on [Provider-22] that she needs to lose 5 pounds yet 
want to see me. Sorry but I feel something is not right. About me 
cancelling yesterday, I tried calling him under a blocked number to cancel 
because I don’t know his domestic situation to tell him my incall has 
changed and I don’t have one at the moment so I can’t see him. I never got 
an answer. Tried again under blocked number. Still no answer. Everyone 
who sees me or who has seen me rather can tell you I am a true GFE and 
once I had a guy waiting for about five minutes because I couldn’t find a 
parking spot and I was very upset about that. I do not believe in playing 
games. Also in [Hobbyist-1]’s reviews he always remarked about the 
girls’ hot body and how they are in good shape. Again why does he want 
to see me? 
 
Provider-1: I am adding this part because I don’t want to edit my original 
post: “Saw [Provider-22] at her incall the other day. Very nice sweet girl 
very friendly and made me feel comfortable right away. Now to the good 
part, very sexy ,always tried to please the time I was there. Great kisser 
great French very responsive Daty. Did mish and Canine to completion. 
Very pretty face and great hair. Only downside needs to lose about 5 lbs. 
Would see here again” 

This is his review on [Provider-22]. I am sorry to have to mention 
her name. I am not trying to bring her into this. Again she is one of the 
hottest girls on this site in my opinion. To me I see no fat and she is 
perfect the way she is. When I PMed him asking is he sure he wants to see 
me, he never responded. Even when he was on the board I PMed him over 
and over. I even asked when I talked to him if he got my PMs and he 
hesitated and said no. There are many girls on here who have the type of 
body he likes and I wish him much luck with them but I am definitely not 
the girl for him according to his other reviews. 
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Hobbyist-5: Provider-1, in my opinion if you were uncomfortable seeing 
him because of his comments about [Provider-22], you should have 
brought it up with him. You have a great reputation, this was an exception. 
I wouldn’t hold it against you. Unless you asked me too. 
 
Provider-1: But that’s the thing [Hobbyist-5]. I did. I PMed him at least 
three times asking if he were sure he wanted to see me. I am not a spinner. 
He never got back to me and when I asked if he got my PMs he said no. I 
didn’t know what else to do. I asked him if he were sure he wanted to see 
me. He said yes but I tried to tell him I am not little but couldn’t. He was a 
big persistent which I understand but at least let me get a few words in. At 
least now that’s settled. 
 
Hobbyist-3: Sorry I jumped in on this [Provider-1]. There are 2 sides to 
every story, and I should have waited for yours. 
 
Provider-1: I will be back to respond to any questions or comments made 
but I gotta go lie down. My legs are quivering and my ass is burning from 
this morning. I did try to cancel under a blocked number because I always 
fear that by calling unblocked the client could have a wife, SO, girlfriend, 
etc and I don’t want to get anyone in trouble and I don’t want to get 
hassled. Maybe he doesn’t accept blocked calls but I did try to call him 
repeatedly to cancel. I apologize for blocking the number but I do not want 
drama and I don’t want trouble for me or anyone. Something came up 
concerning my incall and I am now looking to get another one. I did pm 
him over and over to ask if he were sure he wanted to see me. Like I said 
before, I checked his reviews and he usually mentioned the girl’s bodies as 
spinner and tight and in shape. I figured he knew I wasn’t a spinner. But 
you know what? I had a guy ask if I were black! I swear. So now I take no 
chances. I say I am black and I am plus to be sure if they are okay with 
that. It’s always posted in my ads and on my site. I will be back but my 
legs are this close from being read their Last Rites. 
 
Provider-2: I think [Provider-22] is lovely. Who cares about 5 pounds? It 
sounds like you are wondering why he wants a date when you may be a 
little heavier than her, I honestly don’t know your weight cause I haven’t 
seen many pics of you. I would be wondering the same thing though if I 
were you. A few months ago, I had what I thought was a great date with a 
guy. Well he ended up writing a review that I was too skinny, almost 
anorexic he called it. And mentioned in it also that I mentioned my BF on 
the date. Then he wanted another date. I was like WTF? 

Sometimes I wonder if they think we read their posts? I do 
anyways, but skip of the some posters since ‘ignore user’ doesn’t seem to 
work, lol. I never answer blocked numbers. The other day I was waiting 
on an incall & this blocked # called twice but it was way too early for the 
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appt so I didn’t answer. It wasn’t my guy so that’s good. But at first I 
wondered if it was because of the timing but the blocked # made no sense. 
Why can’t someone just call from a cell phone at the very least is my 
motto. You can buy them anywhere now for all kinds of purposes. :) S 
 
Provider-1: Thank you [Provider-2]. I don’t know anyone’s home life 
here. A girlfriend of mine called a client and his wife answered. To make a 
long story short, the wife ended up in the provider’s yard in a truck 
screaming she was going to drive through her incall. The bad part was that 
I was there and I was screaming and we had to run and hide in the 
bathroom. Imagine me, 5’11 DDD tits ducking down under the toilet. That 
was all I needed to see to realize that many wives aren’t amused with their 
husbands seeing providers. I can understand a guy blocking a call because 
I know many providers call back whenever and don’t consider that there 
might be others around. I do keep that in mind. Again [Hobbyist-1], I 
apologize for calling blocked, but I did try to cancel with you due to my 
incall and I do not leave messages either. 
 
Hobbyist-2: Sounds like misunderstandings are abundant here. In general, 
I think you should have just told him from the beginning that you didn’t 
want to see him considering your concerns just like you should deny any 
date where anything is a concern. If you can’t give your 100% for 
whatever reason, then just pass. Wait for someone ... LIKE ME! to call 
you and ready to romp around for a while with!!! [Provider-1], I’m 
coming for yooooooooooooooooo 
 
Hobbyist-2: Oh, and for the record, I agree with you 110% percent, 
[Provider-22] is f’n gorgeous! 
 
Hobbyist-6: Provider-22’s 5 lbs. What kind of an excuse is that Provider-
1? If you felt self-conscious, you should of just told the F#@##@$ guy 
no. I love Provider-22 - She’s freaken hot. I love you to Provider-1 - Your 
one sexy lady and intelligent at that. 

And [Provider-2] - Yum. But this isn’t about [Provider-22]’s 5 lbs. 
So stop already, and face the issue head on, we’ll all have more respect. If 
you didn’t want to see him, you shouldn’t have led him on 4 F#%!#@ 
times. You should have just said - NO! I don’t want to see your weight 
picky asssssssssss. You’ll survive this - we all know it. But next time - just 
say no. 
 
Provider-2: Wow Provider-1, that is scary! Glad you are okay. I had a wife 
calling me about a year ago & it was bothersome. It turns out, I think she 
is dating a guy who used to post here but only for a short time. Provider-
20 may know who I mean, Hobbyist-20. Well his GF called me recently at 
home drunk saying that she knew about me, etc. Anyway, it turns out I 
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sent him a birthday card (he was pretty much still single then). She found 
it and was upset. That is right around the time I was getting the calls. Not 
really nasty, just “I know you saw my boyfriend before”, etc.  
On another note, I generally don’t see someone if I feel that our 
personalities are not clicking or if I feel that I cannot provide them 100% 
satisfaction in some way that may be important to them. I had a discussion 
about this recently with a regular date whom I respect his opinion. He 
explained to me about a successful business owner he knows who 
manages a dive shop. Well, apparently that can be a tough business to run, 
what isn’t? Anyway, this gentleman is very busy in his area and has a 
procedure for firing clients occasionally because no matter how they tried 
to appease these particular people, nothing was acceptable to them, so why 
bother? He still has a good rep & a successful company. You cannot 
please everyone. We gotta meet up one day. 
 
Hobbyist-1: [Provider-1], just like [Hobbyist-2] and [Hobbyist-6] said, just 
say you feel uncomfortable about seeing me and that would have been the 
end of it. I have been on the board over four years and I know how it 
works. It is a shame that I had to make four separate dates and a post to 
find out you did not want to see me. Please be more up front with other 
hobbyists in the future. 
 
Provider-2: Just wanted to add, I wouldn’t want to keep putting someone 
off too many times knowing I didn’t plan on meeting him. I have told 
some that I don’t want to meet. Most are okay with that. But you know 
there are some spoil it for the good guys & don’t take “no I don’t think we 
are going to meet” seriously. Those are the ones to be careful of. It does 
sound like you tried your best to hook up with her, but maybe it wasn’t 
meant to be. 
 
Provider-2: Here’s a tip, you can use a calling card to call the client. It 
may come up with an out of state area code and number (but a calling card 
phone number, ends with -9978 a lot of times) or sometimes says 
“Unknown Name” or “Unknown Number.” My point is could be anyone 
so no wife would see her number. You can get them at Walgreens or 
anywhere. 
 
Hobbyist-7: I think we are missing the real important part of this post:  
PROVIDER-2 IS HOTTTTTTT and PROVIDER-1 IS FINE 
 
Hobbyist-7: Provider-2, keep posting, I like seeing you more than once. 
 
Provider-2: Okay I’ll try to post more a little. I am home today supposed 
to be doing chores, lol. 
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Hobbyist-6: Leave it to Hobbyist-7 to start pouring drinks.  
Good job sir. This thread is settled. 
 
Provider-1: I had planned on meeting him but I found out that their would 
be three other girls at my incall. I prefer to be only me and my client there. 
Recently I was sharing an incall but when I found out there would be 
others there I tried telling [Hobbyist-1]. That’s why I called the blocked 
number. Doc when he previously contacted me I wasn’t comfortable but I 
thought, okay he has seen my ad so he knows what I look like. There were 
no bullshit excuses. I do not want there to be other people at the incall. I 
don’t think that client would feel comfortable. I know I wasn’t. 
[. . .] 
Provider-1: One more thing: I tried to get another incall but it fell through. 
(No reservations). sad.gif The other girls were there to see their clients. I 
like my incalls to be private. If there are four girls there with their clients 
going in and out to me that would draw attention so I tried to change to get 
a new one but I couldn’t. I tried calling him but no dice. 
[. . .] 
Hobbyist-12: Hi Provider-1.... just ran across this post and was curious. 
Based on what I’ve read I’m kind of wondering why you just didn’t tell 
him you weren’t interested in seeing him because your vibes weren’t right. 
I know it sounds simple and maybe a little stupid but I think a provider 
should be able to pick and choose just as the hobbyist can. With that said, 
if you felt uncomfortable with Hobbyist-1, I think you should have just let 
it out there. . . . Sometimes honesty is the best policy and being blunt, if 
necessary, is the way to go. 
 
Provider-3: [Provider-1], regardless what some of these guys had to say, 
you had to do what you felt was right for you. I can not count how many 
guys I had to hang up on, close doors in their faces, and etc. due to the fact 
that at a moment’s notice I got a bad vibe. Don’t sweat it--keep on 
truckin’!  
 
[This thread continues and contains over 45 responses contributed over the 
course of 20 days.] 

 
What is notable in this long exchange is not only the problem-solving of the 

members trying to determine who was in the wrong, but the effort not to alienate or 

diminish the reputations of either party when it became obvious that it was a case of an 

honest misunderstanding. As other members join into to support one side of the dispute 

or the other, they tend to form alliances over time.  



 

 

149 

Providers generally stick up for each other, but in general the tone is one of 

problem-solving and there is an effort for everyone to learn from each other’s mistakes. 

Disputes are also an opportunity for a hobbyist to try to win notice and appreciation from 

providers by aligning themselves with particular women in disputes, or simply 

complimenting them. This not only announces their interest in particular women (who, as 

this thread demonstrates, carefully consider who they see), but strokes their egos, and 

makes them feel appreciated when they are down and losing a dispute. This camaraderie 

and concern for reputation is apparent in the two discussions that appear in Appendix 1 

and Appendix 2.   

Disrespectful and Inconsiderate Comments 

 The board attracts all kinds of men, some of who are inconsiderate and 

misogynistic. The next thread demonstrates how these types are dealt with by both 

providers and hobbyists in order to communicate what is acceptable and productive 

behavior. The result is that bad attitudes by hobbyists are generally not rewarded and are 

counterproductive in attracting any favors from providers or good will from other 

hobbyists. This exchange is important because it demonstrates the control that women 

have, not only over who they choose to make exchanges with, but also in publicly 

articulating exactly what type of language and behavior is inappropriate and 

unacceptable. 

SUBJECT:  [Provider-300] - backpage fatty, streets have been dead. 
Hobbyist-666: Good afternoon [Board]! I’m back in action. I rolled up and 
down strip the other evening for a good 3 hours. Saw a black named Lisa 
who I’ve picked up before and gives dynamite blowjobs for $25. By the 
time I turned around she was gone.  

I was tired and plus with gas prices soaring I pulled out the trusty 
backup. A nice Cheap $60 piggy named Provider-300. Drove to her incall 
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(not the nicest neighborhood) - and was greeted by a 20 year old beefer. 
Appears to have had a child recently, if not, then she still has all the 
blubber from whenever the birth was. She was sort of friendly, and tried to 
make conversation, but honestly, I just wanted to dump a load and be on 
my way. I wasn’t interested in seeing the pictures of her kid that were on 
the dresser and hanging on the wall. Details: It was CBJ until I was hard 
then she mounted me. Her body is so massive I was unable to wrap my 
arms around her. Her big belly and gross tits had stretch marks beyond 
belief, and to top it all off, her cum dumpster was loose. I turned her 
around doggy, and pounded. When I was close (which was only about 1 or 
2 minutes max) - I tried the ol’ slip off trick. For a girl who is young she is 
fairly wise in this area. No doubt some monger gave her the goo bareback 
because as soon as the condom was off I was only able to pump her like 2-
3 strokes before she stopped me. (the slip off trick is when you are 
plowing them doggy and you use your thumb to rub their asshole. Take 
the tip of your thumb and try to catch the lip of the condom on the out-
stroke. this peels it at least half way down the shaft. then you thrust in so 
that the condom and the rest of your cock is inside. On the next out-stroke 
the condom should slip right off inside her. This is great for those last few 
pumps before you dump a load. You get to feel the warmth of her fishtank 
right before the explosion. this is a favorite trick amongst many 
[hobbyists]) 
She felt it immediately and stopped. I acted shocked!!! we fished it out 
from inside her cunt and put it back on. I got on top and started thrashing 
like an epileptic. I came in about 30 seconds. I got dressed and asked to 
use the bathroom. I pissed all over her toilet seat. left a puddle next to the 
toilet, and dropped the condom on the floor with my jism spilling out on 
her tile --- then I stood there for a moment admiring my artwork. 

I left with a smile. Unfortunately, I wasn’t able to give her the half-
nelson-[Hobbyist-666]-shove-it-into-her-asshole with no lube partly 
because her rump is so massive. Either way, she’s worth about $60. that’s 
it. no GFE or kissing but i hate that shit. I actually felt a little bad for her. 
she’s a fairly new mom with no education who has to resort to prostitution 
to pay bills. this is sad. i kept thinking about all the old men using her for a 
cheap thrill while and wondering what must be going through her mind. I 
wonder if she is crying inside wishing that she had an education and could 
have a real job.  

Am I getting soft in my old age? Something happens to you when 
you turn 50. It’s hard to explain. Either way, I was caught off guard by this 
young girl. No doubt, stay tuned, I’ll be on the prowl later this week. Only 
$60 for a cheap fuck 
[. . .]  
Provider-300: You guys can all take just a few minutes out of your day 
and GO FUCK YOURSELF. I have 2 beautiful children. You all are none 
to judge anyone. . . paying for pussy because you are to ugly to get it, or 
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just assholes.  It’s ok though, I like my body. I would rather be a little 
heavy--yes just a little. I’m not fat by any means. I have a large build [and] 
it’s not realistic for me to be a size 2, or even a size 8 or 9. I have accepted 
my size 15 and am very comfortable with it, so I would greatly appreciate 
if fat ugly people would stop talking crap about me. Not everyone likes 
super skinny women. Check out my review from Hobbyist-304. I am very 
polite to everyone that comes to see me so please don’t insult me because 
I’m not your type. To each is own. At least I am honest. [I] don’t claim to 
be super skinny [or] look like a porn star, but I am still very pretty [photo 
of Provider-300 sitting on bed] 
 
Hobbyist-301: I just came across this and marveled after two hours no one 
had responded. So let me be the first. Good response [Provider-300]! 
Although you might not be my first choice for a date, you appear to be a 
nice person with a lot of self worth and obviously a great date for 
someone. It also took a lot of courage to face up to all of the derogatory 
remarks. You go girl! 
[. . .]  
Provider-301: What about him trying to take the condom off and do you 
raw....is that not bothersome enough to deserve mentioning????????? 

I am genuinely curious as to why nobody mentioned once in the 
whole thread that that is a nasty despicable thing to talk about doing to a 
girl. I don’t give a shit who she is or how she looks. And I want to know 
why the girl who this supposedly happened to is not outraged by this 
man’s behavior during their date. 

For me to be casting stones in a glass house that would have to 
mean that a guy has taken off a condom during a date with me and I was 
not outraged by it. Such a thing has never happened to me, seeing as if it 
had I would be in jail for attempted murder. . .  
[. . .] 
Provider-300: I did post a response saying none of that happened [and] he 
was just mad because I would not do a BBBJ we never did anything he 
just left when I told him it was a CBJ. I posted my own response and got 
made fun of! It’s bull shit. I never did anything to anyone and have a lot of 
regulars so I must be doing something right. [Hobbyist-304] enjoys our 
time together so much I just saw him last Monday and I will be seeing him 
again this Monday 
 
Provider-301: Well at any rate that dude who wrote that is not a regular 
guy, he is a pervert. And the way he wrote his techniques of removing a 
condom; well it sounds like something that he does regularly for real. I 
would stay away from him if he ever contacts you in the future. Pervs like 
that evolve into much worse things, IMHO… 
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Hobbyist-302: I have seen [Provider-300’s] ad on the Craig’s list about six 
months ago. She had pictures posted that showed that she was a young, 
full figured woman. I enjoy being with full figured woman! I look at the 
Craig’s list from time to time but never date anybody from it because of 
safety reasons. I like to get to know a provider first and them to get to 
know me before I see them. This way it makes our get together much 
more special for both of us! Many of the women that I have seen have said 
they appreciate how I treat them. When [Provider-300] appeared on Indi I 
had to see her. I IM and pm and spoke to [Provider-300] on the phone and 
we set up a date. 

I went to her in call which was in a very nice hotel. When she 
opened the door I saw a very pretty, sexy full figured woman! She does 
photograph very well because she looked just like her pictures which I 
have always drooled over! We talked a while and we became very 
comfortable with each other. Our clothes came off and my eyes could not 
stop staring at her voluptuous, very sexy, body. [Provider-300] seemed a 
little shy at first but as we started to explore each others bodies she began 
to be more of the aggressor! She went down on me first and just watching 
her use her mouth tongue on me made me so excited. I then went down on 
her and I love her warmth, wetness, and taste between her legs. Her 
sounds of excitement just got me hornier! It was time for me to enter her. 
We did several positions with rain coat on. Finally in the missionary 
position we both orgasm together. It was a wonderful feeling. 

We spoke some more and our very nice date was ending! One of 
the things we spoke about was price. For the full service and great service 
I received she was only charging 75 kisses for VIP and 100 kisses for 
nonVIP. I am a VIP I gave her 100 kisses. I hope this review helps 
[Provider-300] get many more dates. Looking forward to seeing her again 
in the near future! 

I wrote this review several weeks ago. Since then I have seen 
[Provider-300] again! I had an awesome time! I am looking forward to 
seeing her in the very near future. [Provider-300] is a very attractive, sexy 
woman and will always be special to me! 
 
Hobbyist-303: [Provider-300], don’t let the haters get to you. I think you 
look great :) I’d love to jump in that tub with ya!  
 
Provider-300: Thanks your more than welcome to, anytime you want. 
There is plenty of room. I don’t pay attention to these guys. I just think it’s 
sad. 
[. . .] 
[This thread consists of over 35 posts during a period of about three 
months.] 
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Disputes can involve many participants and reveal much about the values, 

attitudes, and preferences of the membership when participants are forced to justify their 

actions and opinions. Honesty and reputation are vigorously defended, and although 

hobbyists greatly outnumber providers in the audience, providers are vocal when 

disrespected or verbally abused, and their responses are taken with greater regard than 

many of the hobbyists. The previous exchange exemplifies the importance of reputation 

and identity, and how it is reinforced during a dispute. 

Providers’ Attitudes Toward Reviews 

Reviews are important and valuable for providers. Not only can they enhance a 

provider’s reputation and earning power, but they are also an important source of 

information about hobbyists. When a hobbyist posts a review, not only does he reveal his 

sexual preferences, but he also reveals his personality and demeanor, which is used by 

providers to decide whether they want to cooperate with him. However, a review can be a 

source of stress and anxiety for both new and experienced providers. Some women do not 

like the idea of reviews about the details of their encounters with hobbyists being publicly 

posted. Of course no one wants a critical review, but there are good reasons why even 

complimentary reviews can be problematic for a provider. For new providers it may be a 

question of modesty-- the language in many reviews is graphic and crude, much of it 

usually relegated to the men’s locker room. But in addition, a public review also puts 

pressure on a provider to behave similarly to other hobbyists. For example, if a review is 

posted with details about a particular provider kissing (DFK) on an encounter, another 

client might expect her to act similarly with him. Refusing one hobbyist but not another is 

accepted, and not uncommon, but frequently is a cause for misunderstanding and hurt 
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egos. Hobbyists refer to this quality in reviews as YMMV (Your Mileage May Vary) 

when they feel that the provider may not be as generous or cooperative with all hobbyists. 

In addition, overly complimentary reviews that exaggerate a provider’s beauty, skills, or 

demeanor can be troublesome because she will almost certainly be unable to meet or 

exceed the next hobbyist’s expectations. 

Not surprisingly, a bad review can be a serious blow to an established provider, 

with real consequences including lost income. Negative exaggerations and jokes that 

reflect poorly on a provider are a serious issue because unlike hobbyists who participate 

for fun, the reputation of a provider is her livelihood, and she cannot simply change her 

screen name and start over as a new entity as some hobbyists have been known to do. 

Consequently, maintaining a good record of reviews is a significant source of stress and 

concern for many providers who depend on their reputation to make a living. In terms of 

priorities, staying physically safe, not getting caught by police, and maintaining good 

reviews are the top concerns for most providers. 

Internet postings, which are often simply comments or one-liners, are a stressful 

part of the business. Although a good review can be a source of satisfaction and free 

promotion, an uncomplimentary comment can be frustrating if untrue, and a reminder of 

an undesirable call that can be taken personally. A derogatory comment can stay posted 

indefinitely, deterring many potential clients from contacting her in the future. Below are 

comments made by providers who were interviewed on tape.  

Provider-1000: [T]he hard part is the stress. You know that when you go 
on a date and you are not your best, it will be written about on the internet, 
probably. And it will hurt your business.  
 Somebody wrote a bad review about me in January. I woke up and 
read this terrible review. And it said my website name, my stage name, so 
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everybody would know who it was. “I saw ‘Dawn.” And it said I looked 
older than my picture, that I looked well into my thirties, that I smelled, 
that I had bad breath. Just anything they could think of. And they made 
some comments that certain things happened, like some protection broke 
and I kept going on with it, and they tried to fool me. These things did not 
happen. This is a total lie.  
 So I was able to alert the moderator person of the board and get it 
taken down. And the guy who wrote it, revised it and reposted it, but it 
was still pretty bad.  

Provider-2000:  Well the reviews are easy because as long as you’re an 
honest person and you’re not robbing these guys blind and they’re giving 
them their money’s worth and you’re personable and you’re clean and you 
know you’re nice about stuff and you’re not like falling over drunk or a 
drug addict your reviews are going to be good. Yeah; and you have to--
you have to like what you do you know because I mean it’s very difficult 
to come across as enjoying it with someone and being mechanical. You 
know you can’t fake it for that long. I mean you can fake it with one or 
two people but you can’t you know hate what you do and just kind of 
breeze through it. 
. . . . [Of course, this strategy isn’t for all providers, one provider’s] 
famous thing is, because I’ve talked to her on the phone numerous times 
and she’s like oh you know what? The ones that come over and start 
talking to me too much--they get on my nerves. I tell them straight out; 
what did you come here to talk to me or fuck me? And I’m like okay; I 
would never have a conversation like that with a client but--if that works 
for her. . . . [Except when] someone reads a review--oh she did this and 
she did that and she was hanging off the ceiling fan and she--da-da-da you 
know and they go into all these crazy details. Then the guys that come and 
see you they’re going to expect that and more from you and--. [Laughs] 
 
Provider-3000:  [Reviews make] it easier for the girls too, because I’ll tell 
you what. You can go on the board and you can see who they are and you 
can see what kind of reviews they’ve written--what kind of stuff they like. 
You can get a feel for--if they post--you can get a better feel for their 
personality and whether--you know what I mean? Like if you--if you’re 
just over the phone and you’ve got--you’ve got 10-seconds to decide who 
this person is before you commit to making a call or not you don’t know 
who that person really is; you have no idea who--if they have a history . . . 
you just don’t have that kind of screening ability . . . . 
 
Provider-4000: I also like the . . . review part; like I could go to the other 
girls and get a review on somebody before I see them, which I like. 
 
Provider-5000:  [I]t’s a very safety conscious thing first of all and a very 
important to thing to look at their persona. When I want to see--when 
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somebody, a new person . . . [contacts] me I look back through all their 
posts. . . . . This way I get to pick and choose who I want to see based on 
their posts, based on information that I get from other women, and if I feel 
like doing it, and how much I want to charge, and how far I’ll go with it. . 
. . [But] I don’t want people to expect certain things will happen to them 
because certain things happened real or imaginary with other people. It’s 
not fair; that creates a . . .  type situation, and some people like you, and 
some people don’t. 
 . . . . It’s--it’s nerve-racking. You have to pretend to be a whole different 
person. 

 
 

A bad review, on the other hand, isn’t necessarily the worst thing, especially for a 

new provider. Hobbyists are reluctant to see a provider who doesn’t have any reviews. 

Even a provider with a bad review is more attractive than a provider with no reviews. At 

least a provider with a bad review by a known hobbyist has proved that she isn’t a police 

decoy. A single critical review will not necessarily discourage a hobbyist from calling a 

provider, but a series of bad reviews will associate that provider with poor or unreliable 

service.  

In general, the review forum encourages cooperation between participants by 

providing a relatively reliable source of information regarding the behavior of each party 

in past encounters. Not only is this information used to judge the trustworthiness of each 

participant, but it also contributes to a higher level of satisfaction for each participant 

because this information can be used to choose the most suitable and compatible partner 

based on each participant’s personal preferences. Without a properly-functioning review 

forum, there would be little difference between the quality of the encounters facilitated at 

the board and those brokered by conventional prostitution facilitators such as brothels or 

the personal ad section in the back of many small metropolitan newspapers. 

Control 
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Considering the genesis of the board being a consequence men concocted to gain 

sexual access to attractive women, that men are the primary participants, and that the 

system is entirely based on women serving men, one might expect that the female 

participants would feel disempowered; however, this is not necessarily the case. 

Providers who have established themselves on the board feel quite confident about the 

control they have over who they see, but they are also aware of the market conditions 

which put them in competition with each other. However, ultimately, providers determine 

which hobbyists will receive service, and the terms of that service. Below are comments 

made by providers who were interviewed on tape.  

Provider-1000: I can be really selective, but I feel like there are a million 
other girls that will see them. There is so much competition down here. A 
guy’s not going to keep coming back to you unless he really is getting 
something out of it. And for me, I feel, sometimes feel like I can call the 
shots. I get comfortable with someone who is a very good regular, if I 
don’t feel totally up to it. But I’ll do that even to a new customer. You 
almost have to be totally ready for every single date you go on. Because if 
you’re not, it can really hurt your reputation. Cause if you get posted on a 
bad review on the internet. And you do not know how many people will 
see that stupid thing. Even though I hate reviews, and not every guy goes 
by review, they can really hurt your business. Strangers can really hurt 
your business. I feel like they are trying to hurt your business because 
you’re making the money. So, that’s got me thinking. A lot of guys do 
think that us girls have a lot of power. 
 
Provider-2000:  Well let’s see; you do have a lot of . . . I don’t want to 
call it “control” but you do have an upper hand in the whole entire 
situation. I mean . . . you basically have men going, “oh my God please, 
can I see you.” And--and you’re like yeah; okay I’ll see YOU, but I won’t 
see you, but I’ll see you . . . so it is empowering to you as a woman. Plus 
the simple fact that you can give someone so much pleasure that they’re 
actually like--they’re like looking at you like a piece of candy in a candy 
store. [L]ike wow . . . I really want to see that girl and . . . they write all 
these reviews. It’s like high school . . . and you have like boys chasing you 
and it’s--it’s--it’s fun. [Laughs] It’s a lot of fun. 
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Provider-6000:  I have full control. . . . If they screwed me over or 
anything I just wouldn’t see them anymore. You know I mean as far as 
even being mean and--or anything; I just wouldn’t see that person 
anymore. . . . . I set a rate and that’s it. That’s what I go by you know--if 
they’re calling me they obviously see my rate. . . . 
 
Provider-3000:  Yeah I’m totally in control. . . . [in] every single way that 
I possibly can. . . .I just don’t want to see a jerk. If someone--if someone 
calls me up on the phone and they talk to me the wrong way I’m like yeah 
I don’t want to see you and I hang up the phone. I mean if they get nasty 
about something like they ask [or] they won’t answer my questions but . . . 
[expect me] to answer all their questions, that’s not conducive to a good 
date as far as I’m concerned. Not my--not my--not my thing. 
. . . . [W]e’re what they want; we don’t need them. They need us. I mean 
I’m just saying they need us more than we need them. Now the guys--now 
if you ask the guy he’s going to tell you exactly the opposite. And I think 
it would be that way on every--every side, but the thing is--is that there’s 
less of us and more of them. And the less of us that there are the more they 
realize [how much they need us]. 
. . . .[When guys] start getting kind of over-confident and they start saying 
some really stupid things, but those are the guys who can’t see their 
favorite date anymore, you know what I mean. Like if they’re--if the girl 
that they like the most is getting like well until you become less of a dick 
you know we’re going to call it off for a while and then they have to--you 
know it’s those guys who come off like that--usually they come back and 
humble themselves at some point or another; they have to. 
. . . . I have clients [and] they’re going to call me. Now that they know me, 
they’re going to call me no matter what. Everyone has--every girl gets 
regulars; we get regulars--it doesn’t matter if you post and you want them 
to know you’re around. I tell them to call me whether I have an ad up or 
not, so they call me, and I got my regular guys who will see me no matter 
what. You know, and then there’s girls that always have the pinch guys; 
you know they call me like—“please?”; you know. 
 
Provider-5000:  Because we have the vaginas [laughs], because women 
always have the power in this world, whether they realize it or not. 
 
Provider-6000:  If we’re talking about the board then the girls definitely 
have more power when it comes to the prices. . . . Because as opposed to 
Craig’s List or Back Page where most of the women are catty and really 
only in it for themselves there’s a lot of girls that genuinely care about 
other girls there and they all decide to band together. Like right now I 
think they’re trying to band together for a price increase. But because it’s 
such a tight-knit community between the ladies, that I think that if they all 
decided that they’re going to do a price increase . . . the guys really won’t 
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have a choice. [Laughs] So if they band together then . . . it is what it is, 
and you either pay it or you don’t. But Craig’s List and Back Page, I 
would definitely say that it’s a buyers market because the girls’ prices go 
according to what the guys will pay. 
. . . . [But] if I get like a vibe from somebody because I generally tend to 
talk to people for a good 10--15 minutes prior to engaging in really 
anything, and that’s my time; I don’t cut it out of their time but if I--if I get 
that vibe from somebody that that’s how it would go down then I won’t 
see them. . . . It’s happened a couple times. I mean I won’t take their 
money; I’ll just leave you know. I would rather not see them. . . . [I’m] 
honest about it--I’m going to be like “listen, you know I don’t think that 
we’re on the same wavelength here and I don’t really feel comfortable 
doing this.” . . . . sometimes they’ll get upset but that’s--that’s my right to 
decide who I want to see and who I don’t; so--. 
 

Even though providers have a numerical disadvantage because there are ten to 

twenty men to each of them, they have parlayed their cooperativeness into a scarce 

commodity that commands control and respect, and sometimes satisfaction and pleasure. 

All of the women who volunteered for personal interviews, probably the more successful 

and articulate of the providers, expressed unequivocal levels of empowerment and 

authority in their encounters with hobbyists, unanimously expressing positive feelings of 

control. This is not to say that some hobbyists do not attempt to disrespect and demean 

providers, but that many providers on the board recognize the power they have to refuse 

and retaliate against those men who are disrespectful or abusive. Although the small 

sample of interviews may not be representative of all providers, it demonstrates that the 

social mechanisms at the board offer the possibility of non-oppressive encounters for 

female providers, despite their numerical minority. 

Starting Out 

Each week, two or three new providers post their first ads at the board. Most of 

the newly registered women are in their early twenties or thirties, although established 
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providers may work into their 50s. Just about all have some experience in the sex 

industry, have previously worked for an escort agency or strip club, and have a friend at 

the board upon whom they can rely for etiquette and security. While money is almost 

always the primary motivation for women entering prostitution, previous studies suggest 

that other reasons contribute to how long one continues in the business.  

Few women aspire to be prostitutes, but money isn’t necessarily what makes a 

woman stay in the business; nor does it explain why women in similar financial situations 

decide not to prostitute themselves. Other positive factors are usually necessary for a 

woman to continue to prostitute herself.  Similar studies suggest that the most popular 

reason that women cite for starting in prostitution are: high income, pleasant and easy 

work, visions of an exciting life, to please a boyfriend or husband, curiosity, unqualified 

for better work (Diana 72).  

When asked about how they got into the business, the subjects interviewed from 

the board each had a unique story, but most cite a short list of reasons for continuing: 

money, flexible hours, respect, and friendships. 

Provider-2000:  . . . .[My roommate] said why not make some money? 
You know she said, obviously guys like you, [and] they find you sexually 
attractive, so why are you doing this for free? . . . it was an ongoing joke 
for years and I always used to say oh God no; I can’t do that.  
. . .  I used to be like no, no, no; I can’t do it. . . . my biggest fear was . . . 
getting arrested, or getting into trouble, or having someone that I know 
find out, and . . . I hold a professional medical license . . . I’d be so 
embarrassed and this and that. . . . [W]hat pushed me kind of to do this; I 
bought a house about three years ago and I put a lot of money down and I 
didn’t want to be in debt. . . . I’m going to make my money and I’m going 
to get out. I said I’m going--I’m going in for six months; I’m going to do 
what I need to do financially and then that’s it--I’m done. So that’s pretty 
much what it turned out to be; the only thing I didn’t expect was to [fall in 
love]. 
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. . . It is a bad thing because it’s an addiction of sorts. I mean if you think 
about it, what I normally make with one client, at my regular job and my 
regular job pays well--at my regular job I would have to work a full eight-
hour day to make the amount of money that I make with one client. 
. . . It’s probably the hardest thing to give  up you know, because I mean 
I’ve even said it to myself like if I had like a really good week you know I 
always say my God you know it will take me two months to make this 
much money and I just made it in like three days you know. Like--because 
you sit there and start comparing things; you do. You can’t help it; you’re 
a human being, you know and yeah you--I know my reality but I also 
know you know my capabilities in the business too; so--. 
 
Provider-4000:  [T]hat’s so true--100-percent you do, because you would 
try to get another job and realize hey I’m making in like a week what I 
make in a day you know. 
. . . I don’t know; sometimes like I wish that I had never started because 
before I was okay with the whole like 9:00 to 5:00 thing. I--I could do it; 
and I could work a regular job and then my friend showed me this and--
and I made so much money that like at this point it’s probably like really 
hard for me to go back. I would need to find another job where I could 
substantiate my income. So yeah— 
 
Provider-5000: Okay so I was never a promiscuous person. In fact I 
found the whole thought of it disgusting. I was at a gas station one day and 
a gentleman approached me in a Mercedes and this was when I was in 
[city] Beach and [he] handed me a business card and it said anything-you-
desire-dot-net--give me a call.  
 . . . I figured out relatively quick that this was an escort service and I was 
morally offended that someone would consider me to be an escort to be 
quite honest with you.  . . . . I didn’t at first, but I tried it out and 
everything, [and] it ended up being not so bad; the money is very, very 
good. The first night I made $700 or $800 with about two hours of work--
hard to pass up. I’m a good actress, though it was difficult.  
. . . I was making about $45-grand [$45,000] a year which wasn’t bad in 
Florida for--for not a completed college degree--nothing like that. And it 
just basically when I would come--I could go on my lunch break and make 
more than I made in a week [Laughs]. 
. . .  What I like best about my work--I like being made to feel attractive. I 
like being made to feel wanted. . . .  and I like the money. . . .because half 
of my dates  . . .  I have developed friendships and very, very serious 
friendships  . . . . 
 
Provider-1000: [I saw] an ad in the paper that said “dancer/escort.” And I 
was like, what is that? So I called up. And I did kinda think that it had 
something to do with dancing. But I knew by the end of the interview that 
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it wasn’t. It was a three hour interview. Basically, when I left there I had a 
beeper and I was stopping at the store to get condoms and stuff. So I knew 
that this was more than a dancer. 
. . . . The first time started working did about 4 or 5 calls a night. Which 
for some girls, is perfectly normal, but for me, it is awful. I could never 
imagine doing that again. Going out at night and coming home when 
everybody else is driving to work, and you’re driving home. You’ve got a 
lot of money. But it totally doesn’t seem right.  
  So, that’s kinda of how I got into it. I made a lot of money the first 
night. I quit my job the next day.  
 
Provider-7000: I graduated college and . . . I was all set.  I had a nice 
apartment and had childcare set up and everything.  [But]  I couldn’t get a 
job,  [and] with my rent coming due -- I mean everything was coming due, 
and I was like, “Well what am I going to do?”  I had to pay for my stuff.  
My mom said to me, “Why don’t you call one of those ads in the paper?”  
I said, “Oh, I can’t do that.”  You know?  She said, “Oh, it was a joke.”  
She said, “Just call up and see what they say.” 
 So I called, and that day, the owner of this agency met me in 
person.  It was a lady.  She -- I made 3 appointments.  I made $600 plus 
tips, that day. 
. . . Like my first appointment, I still didn’t know exactly what was 
expected or what went on.  But I found that it was easy, and like I said, I 
made the money.  I wasn’t in a dangerous situation.  It wasn’t like I was 
out walking down a street.  The people were screened through the agency.  
Actually, they were repeat clients of the agency.   . . . . I was like, “Damn!  
I just made $600!  That’s half my phone bill.”  I needed like $1,200.  I was 
like, “Even if I just did this one day a week -- my bills are paid.”  Two 
days a week -- you know -- and then you think.  Then you think.  “Okay . . 
. I can put my kid in a better school.”  Or, “I can buy a house, or I can do 
investments.” 

 
Agency 

Many plan on making some quick money and then quitting, but working as a 

provider is not a casual commitment. Being an independent provider on the board 

requires serious thought and planning. Each provider must make a number of thoughtful 

decisions in order to start soliciting clients and providing services successfully. The first 

decision is to decide what services to offer. Each provider must determine her personal 

boundaries and limits regarding sexual acts, condom use, and emotional involvement. 
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Some women prefer to not provide deep “French” kissing, or fellatio without a condom, 

either because they feel it is too intimate and wish to “save” that behavior for their 

“significant other” (SO), or because of personal hygiene and prevention of STDs. Other 

providers, such as “body rub girls,” may offer only hand release and no vaginal sex. 

Although some hobbyists may receive special treatment beyond what the providers 

advertise, this is only at the prerogative of the provider and how she feels about the 

particular client and circumstances. Providers at the board are free to refuse service to 

anyone with whom they don’t feel comfortable, but making her general limits and 

“menu” of services known to hobbyists before a meeting reduces time wasted with an 

unproductive meeting and minimizes most misunderstanding, disappointment, and 

frustration on the part of clients. In addition to deciding on services, some set short-term 

financial goals, or create exit strategies such as leaving the business once a credit card 

balance is paid off, or once a down payment on a car or house is saved.  

Safety 

The next step is for a provider to decide where to see clients and how to enforce 

limits with them. Most rendezvous take place in the presence of only the provider and 

hobbyist, so the provider must feel confident that she is in control of the situation and 

able to enforce the terms agreed upon during the negotiation with the hobbyist. While the 

reputation system is effective in discouraging bad behavior of legitimate hobbyists, the 

fear of reputational injury is not a threat to psychopaths and others whose impulsive 

desires are more important to them than their reputation at the board.  

Consequently, most providers confide in someone else in the business, often a 

woman, such as a girlfriend, sister, aunt, or mother, but sometimes a man, such as a 
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boyfriend, driver, or husband, who always knows where she is, and is notified before and 

after meeting each client. A phone call is often made in the presence of the client at an 

outcall to demonstrate that someone is following their whereabouts. Most providers make 

“outcalls,” traveling to their clients’ homes, offices, or hotel rooms. Many also have an 

“incall,” which may be a hotel room, condominium, or house for clients to come to them. 

Each has its own benefits and disadvantages in terms of safety, privacy, expense, and 

convenience. Incalls maintained by the provider offer her the advantage of knowing she 

is in a safe and secure location where contingencies for dealing with difficult or 

dangerous clients can be preplanned with confidence. For example, providers can keep 

weapons to protect themselves hidden out of sight at their incall. It is also more difficult 

for police to organize a sting at a provider’s private location. Incalls also save driving 

time and money for the provider. However, some women can’t work where they live 

because of family or neighbors, and renting an incall is costly. 

Step three is to determine her fees. Traditionally, prostitutes charge either for a 

particular sexual act, or for a period of time. The standard mode of compensation for 

providers at the board is based on an hour of companionship, which typically ranges 

between $180 and $250 per hour, with a $25 to $50 discount for VIP members and 

regular patrons. Additional “donations” are usually accessed at about $50 per half hour 

when travel time for an outcall requires more than a 30 minute drive.  

Step four is to decide a work schedule and to begin soliciting clients by posting an 

advertisement in either the Escort Ad or Body Rub forums at the board. The escort 

advertising section is the most visited forum at the board in terms of audience size. It is a 

free venue for registered providers to inform hobbyists when they are available, what 
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services they offer, their prices, and how they prefer to be contacted. Only providers may 

post in the ad forum and no replies are permitted from either hobbyists or other providers. 

The ad forum is especially useful to those new to the board, and women who work 

intermittently or have not worked for a while. For the provider, the ad forum is a 

convenient way to solicit hobbyists. For the hobbyist, it is a convenient way to find out 

who is available that day. It attracts twice as many views per month as the review forum, 

and three times as many views as the general discussion forum.  

Escort Ads 

Working as a provider is an entrepreneurial activity. Providers compete with each 

other for the most desirable hobbyists. In addition to creativity and ingenuity, this 

requires a sustained personal effort to organize, operate, and assume the risks necessary 

to satisfy hobbyists.   

The escort ad section is the most popular forum at the board. Ads appear in the 

forum chronologically with the most recently posted at the top of the page. Each ad 

shows the time it was posted, the subject line of the ad, and the screen name of the poster. 

The subject line is important to attract attention, so many providers use provocative 

words, phrases, and symbols to attract attention to their listing. If a hobbyist clicks on the 

subject line, the details of the provider’s message will appear. A typical message contains 

a brief description of the services offered, when and where the provider is available, her 

“donation” or companionship fee (e.g. “100 roses” equals $100), and her contact 

information. The messages may contain text and images, and many women attach 

revealing photos of themselves in seductive poses and various stages of undress. Nudity 

is permitted, but explicit images of genitals and sex acts are not allowed. Most providers 
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hide or disguise their faces so they cannot be identified. Many providers also include 

links to reviews posted about them. 

****$100 TREAT ALL AFTERNOON ***** EARLY BIRD’S 
TREAT****** 
Tamy69, 3 minutes ago 
 
FRESH MEAT, SHES 100% GFE CHECK OUT MY GIRLFRIEND 
JANNA 
Kally, 6 minutes ago 
 
***WELCUM TO THE “BAD GIRLZ CLUB”!!!***,  Incallz 
only....hello boyz!!! 
butterfly96, 12:36 PM 
 
ONLY 4 DAYS LEFT TO BECOME AN APPROVED FRIEND!!!, 
APPRECIATION SPECIAL FOR MY LAST WEEK! 
Steamy Sarah, 46 minutes ago 
 

Photos of the providers are sexually revealing, but not explicit. Some are 

professionally taken, others are candid images taken by the subject in a mirror with a 

camera phone. Men are not portrayed in the photos. Most of the women are in some state 

of undress, but many wear panties or a bra, or another article of clothing, or pose in a 

body position that at least partially covers their private parts. They may be naked lying on 

their backs, nude covering their breasts with their hands, or sitting down so only a side 

view of their naked body is revealed. Most have their face turned away from the camera, 

cropped out of the photo, or distorted electronically with a pixel editor. While some 

reveal their faces, most do not, in order to keep their identity a secret from family, 

friends, employers, and law enforcement. Providers who post images with their faces 

revealed are usually either from out of town, or are able to be open about their work with 

family and friends.  
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Advertisements must be posted by the person advertised in the ad, unless the ad 

clearly states that it is posted by someone else. This rule acts to encourage providers to 

manage their own affairs and makes it easier for hobbyists to deal directly with providers. 

More importantly for the ongoing operation of the site, it requires that those entities 

representing the business interests of any provider declare it so the management can 

collect an advertising fee charged to escort agencies. Agencies and co-ops must pay to 

post messages in the ad forum, the only place where solicitation is permitted.  

Figure 5 
Screen Shot of Escort Ad 
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As long as the guidelines for ad posting and participating on the board are met, 

providers are free to express themselves as they wish. By clicking on the title, the entire 

message appears. A brief ad reads like this: 

POSTER: Tamy69 
TIME: Today, 10:09 AM 
SUBJECT:   ****$100 TREAT ALL AFTERNOON ***** EARLY 
BIRDS TREAT****** 
VIP $100 NON VIP $120 HOT ISLANDER READY TO PLAY 
34B/24/36 GREAT BODY GREAT ASS 5555555555 SOUTH PK WEST 
OF I475 
[nude photo of provider lying on her back] 

 
Short advertisements posted by new providers are primarily informational. Providers 

often write copy that intentionally objectifies themselves and their services. Apparently, 

this is effective in creating interest and desire from hobbyists. 

FRESH MEAT, SHES 100% GFE CHECK OUT MY GIRLFRIEND 
JANNA 
Hey guys my name is Kally n my girlfriend Janna wants have some fun... 
Who wants to join her!! Call me if you are looking for some real good 
action w her!!! 
100% gfe & pse  
[$$$] 
[incall location] 
[phone number] 
[2 photos - topless] 
 

Kally is a regular provider with a reputation. She is helping her girlfriend who 

isn’t yet a member of the board get into the business. Since the relationship between the 

women is assumed not to be financial, Kally may advertise for Janna. The site 

management is probably not losing any advertising revenue, and the board may gain a 

new provider. 

Each provider makes herself available to hobbyists depending on her personal 

schedule. She must choose how often and when she wants to work. While some providers 
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advertise that they are “always working” and to “call anytime,” the reality is that each 

provider has a limited amount of time that must be divided between her work and her 

personal life. Since ads are posted by providers on a daily basis, if she is too busy, or has 

other plans, no ad for her will appear.  

TIME: 15 minutes ago 
POSTER: Melyssa 
SUBJECT: Super Sexy Brunette: Better than Strawberry Shortcake! 
Hello Gentlemen, I’m cute, petite, a lot of fun, and I am available for you! 
* VIP $200; Non VIP $250. 
* My Number: 868-855-3155. 
* Outcalls only. 
* My Schedule is now today & Friday. No Thursday (Sorry!) 
[no photo] 
 

Some providers advertise that they see no more than one hobbyist per day, others 

may only work two or three days per week, while others may only see new hobbyists a 

few weeks per year, between jobs, or when they have an unexpected financial expense. 

Each provider must decide when and how often to make herself available to hobbyists. 

SUBJECT: ROCKY HAS ONE DATE FOR YOU TODAY - Weds, 3 or 
4 PM, Outcall. 

When I say I don’t do more than two dates a day, I’m not lying! I 
will never be burned out for you or saying “Shit, I gotta go meet another 
guy.” I will always be fresh and hot and as cool as I can be for you -- 
better than a girlfriend because I can and will do for you and to you and 
with you what no girlfriend ever imagined .... GFE+++ I have one 
appointment available this afternoon, outcall only in [location] ... I’m 
yours if you want me -- and if you know me you’ll want me -- again and 
again!!!!! - xoxo, . . .[location][rates][phone][2 photos] 

 
 And 
 

SUBJECT: Hot Italian in town ***NEW PICS***, What would you like 
to do this weekend? 

I don’t know about you, but I want to enjoy this weekend! I am 
taking appointments for Saturday and Sunday as well as next week. As 
always, I will only be seeing a select number of men! I am what I like to 
call a “quality provider” not “quantity provider”. 
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I am available hourly, for multiple hour dates, and overnights! See 
my availability for the coming week below. . . . [photo#1] [photo#2] 
[photo#3] [photo#4] 
100% Exotic Italian! 31 years old, 5’6”, 116lbs, 34B-26-36 All Natural! 
Long legs that don’t quit!! Tight and toned body with hour glass figure! I 
enjoy visiting the Mediterranean! In-calls [downtown] and out-calls 
[uptown]. 
225/hr- VIP Member 
275/hr- Non-VIP Member  
***Rates will vary for out-calls if you are south of turnpike and north of 
city limits*** ***Call for rates and availability for multiple hour dates 
and over nights*** Availability for the week: Sat: 1pm-12am / Sun: 2pm-
12am / Mon: 12pm-5pm / Tues: 12pm-12am / Wed: 12pm-12am / Thurs: 
12pm-12am / ***IF YOU ARE SURE YOU WANT TO MAKE AN 
APPOINTMENT, PLEASE CALL DON’T PM OR E-MAIL! 
THANKS!*** Danielle 
[phone #] 

 
While hobbyists can search by the provider’s screen name to find reviews of her, 

linking to reviews in an ad makes it more convenient, and serves as an indicator of 

reputation and credibility. Some providers only do “outcalls,” traveling to the hobbyist’s 

home or hotel room; others prefer that hobbyists come to them, providing “incalls” at 

their own home or apartment, or they may reserve a hotel room and make appointments 

in advance to see as many hobbyists as they can while they have the room.  

SUBJECT: GFE PSE CECE I am going to Rock your World!, I’ll be 
available all night 

Hey guys! I will be working from now until ??? I am a sexy blonde 
spinner with very few limits! I am a complete GFE I can show you what it 
means to have a very affectionate girlfriend! OR I can provide you with 
the experience of a PORN STAR! A complete and total PSE, remember 
you can’t rape the willing, If YOU are Man enough to be willing. Unlike 
most, I really LOVE my job, the term “Nympho” has been used to 
describe me by many! I am very affectionate and not into clock watching 
(I enjoy it as much as you do!) You will never regret your time with me! 
Your mileage may vary, I hope you can handle the trip! I am still waiting 
for one of you guys to satisfy me, is my STUD out there?  
Outcalls only, unless I book enough to warrant an Incall. 
I will be accepting calls from 6pm until ??? [description][rates][5 photos] 
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Providers may post no more than one message in the ad forums every 12 hours. 

Some providers who work weekly may advertise early in the week to set up appointments 

for the rest of the week so that they know in advance what their schedule will be. Others 

may only work one week per month, weekends. However, once a provider registers her 

profile and posts a couple of ads, she may get messages and requests for “dates” at any 

time, so she needs to have a system to respond, schedule, and follow-up with hobbyists.  

SUBJECT: Mondays with Jeanne -, Pre-booking for this week. 
I am available today in the [city] area for incall or I can visit you. 
Pre-booking for Tuesday and Wednesday. 
$250/hr $200/VIP 
**Ask about March Specials*** Tall, sexy, blonde GFE!! 
Must be over 35 with references. Please PM me if we have not met. 
See ya soon! xoxo, Jeanne [photos] [local phone number] - Texts not able 
[email address] [website URL] [links to hobbyists reviews] 

 
The ads must conform to all of the rules of the board regarding privacy, behavior, 

and respect for law enforcement. While the site rules explicitly state that no mention can 

be made of exchanging money for sex, all ads must contain the providers’ hourly rates. 

Each ad must contain two rates for a one-hour date in the provider’s local area: one for 

regular hobbyists, and a lower rate for VIP members. The VIP rate entitles hobbyists to a 

12.5 % to 25% discount on providers’ services. Inclusion of dual rates is vigorously 

enforced in order to maintain the value of VIP memberships, a primary source of revenue 

for the site. A VIP membership was about $250/year in 2008 if paid in advance. 

More sophisticated ads are usually posted by providers with more experience.  

Some are targeted to attract a specific type of hobbyist preferred by the provider. The 

goal of many providers, especially those who intend to be in the business for a while, is 

to get a number of regular clients. Not only is this a source of dependable income, but 
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regular hobbyists do not require the constant time and effort of marketing, identity 

checking, and stress of meeting someone new (along with the risk of encountering law 

enforcement or some other bad circumstances).  

TITLE: Cum share the love... Incall this Evening!!! 
Really nice upscale place for today. . . Serious hobbyists, please. 
References Required. 

I’m in it to have fun and get the same out of our date that you 
want. So If you can provide for me what I provide for you….. it’ll be 4th 
of July all over again! . . . My goal is to seek out a few good regulars 
therefore I won’t be here forever. If you missed out before you’re given a 
second chance…..to experience what you all have been missing….. Feel 
free to research my OUTSTANDING reviews. . . Donations are for my 
time. Any money given as a gift is merely a gift and NOT an exchange or 
offer. I will not ask for it. Please leave out upon arrival. [phone number] 
[email] [photos] [reviews] 

 
Providers compete with each other for the best hobbyists by posting creative ads 

designed to garner the most attention and targeted to attract more desirable hobbyists. 

Two months later, the provider above posted the next ad: 

Tired of the same old, same old? Tired of girls whose only interest seems 
to be spending your entire paycheck? Tired of girls whose heads are so 
vacant that you’re thinking of renting out the space as cheap apartments? 
Tired of girls who can’t take a joke to save their lives? Maybe I’m what 
you’ve been looking for. Funny, slightly nerdy, intelligent, independent, 
and free-spirited girl 28 Year Old…Girl Next Door Type… I’m 5’ 4”, 
Proportioned Perfectly, 125 lbs., College Educated With Shoulder Length 
Brown Hair and Sparkling Emerald Green Eyes. I Exude Class, 
Sophistication and Elegance. . . . Seeking gentlemen who possesses the 
following: - A job - A functioning brain…Self-sufficiency (I’m not your 
damn mother… but I can be);  -A love of music -A love of good food 
-A good sense of humor -A good boyfriend experience And lastly… 
knowledge of a woman’s body and mind. 

Those who need NOT apply: -Guys under 29 (I’m not Mrs. 
Robinson, but I can be) -Guys who are not respectful -Guys who can’t 
remain sincere -Guys who have severe emotional problems -Guys who 
wear their baggage on their sleeves (of course I’ll listen for the hour…lol) 
BUT IS THAT WHAT YOU REALLY WANT!!!...? 
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If you can get past all these requirements, please, feel free to drop 
me line, we can take it from there. PLEASE include a picture, your age, 
and a little bit about yourself…. 
[$$$] [10 review links] [phone number] [email] [3 photos] [disclaimer] 

 
Providers may also try to couch their ads in metaphorical prose, a creative 

strategy to successfully compete with other providers for the most desirable hobbyists. 

Not only is this a demonstration of agency, but contributes to a selection process that 

favors women who are genuinely attracted to the challenges and clientele of the work. In 

other words, women who are less sincere, and put in less effort, will likely be less 

successful, and will probably not succeed for long at the board. 

TITLE: DATY 4 BREAKFAST....or maybe for lunch..., early bird special 
/incallz only... 
 hello all my D-A-T-Y loverz out there....just a reminder that urs truely 
(me of course) will be available for breakfast and lunch!!! Since we all 
know how I love that morning “wood”...mmmmmm, I will take my first 
appointment at 7 and start booking at 6 am....!!! If you are up for an 
adventure on your way to work...ring my bell at [phone] ...and lets D-A-T-
Y!!! 
EARLY BIRD SPECIALS: 
125 Quick Dining Or French Lessons / 200 For All You Can Eat until 
Noon. 
Keep in mind that this is not an offer for any illegal activities such as 
prostitution..my donations are for companionship only!!! However, what 
ever happens in Vegas stays in Vegas!! All new visitors to this 5 star 
dining establishment must have references from other known dining 
establishments or must wait to be seated... so I can make sure you are not 
the type to dine and then make false accusations like you got food 
poisoning or something and try to sue me. . . . [phone] [reviews][photos] 

 
TITLE: Kimmie’s Full Service Detailing Shop, Come On By For Your 
Body Service Today 

BBW Body Shop Is you machine feeling dirty? Let me give it the 
ultimate wash, soaking it in my bubbly jets and then blowing it dry..... 
Perhaps you just need to polish it up, I am an excellent buffer and I polish 
with the good ole fashioned spit shine.  

Pipes clogged? No problem I have many techniques available to 
make sure your prized possession is running smoothly by the time you 
leave my shop.  
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Body work is my specialty I am really good at banging out dents 
(be careful going around those dangerous curves!). I also do the simple 
things like checking your dipstick and making sure there are plenty of 
fluids...  

Detailing services are available. I check every crevice and clean 
spotlessly (our vacuum suction is top notch). I handle all kinds of vehicles: 
FORD – “Built to Last,” CHEVY – “Hard Like a Rock,” DODGE – “Ram 
Tough” and many more! 

Full service detailing by the hour: [rates] 
Full service detailing by the half hour: [rates] 
Good old fashioned spit shine: [rates] 
[phone] Hours of operation Su-Sa 11am-3am 
~*If I can’t turn you on, you don’t have switches!*~ 
[2 reviews links] [website URL] 
 

Providers put considerable effort into their business because it can not only be 

lucrative but enjoyable to many. In other words, fun and pleasure are sometimes among 

the satisfactions that providers receive from their efforts at the board. These aspects of 

agency appear to rule out coercion as a motivation for many of the providers. 

Provider-2000: . . . well if I wasn’t in a relationship it’s definitely a lot of 
fun and it’s a good sexual outlet for a single girl because I mean you know 
you get to have fun and you get paid for it. . . .  
. . . . there was that one guy--oh my God and I even told him. I cracked a 
joke; I was--because I saw him about three times and he’s not a full 
service guy. So and I mean I was like oh my God; I was like--I told him, I 
was like you are so hot. I’m like why even bother with seeing us? You can 
have any girl you want you know--oh no, you know I really enjoy this and 
I’m like God if you weren’t married. And he goes I am married but I’m 
available. [Laughs] He goes I’m married but I’m available and I’m like 
yeah for 30 minutes. [Laughs]  God; I’d do him for free.  
. . . . [but] I’m really not into it because of my relationship as I was--yeah. 
I mean that just makes all the difference in the--yeah; it makes--it makes it 
all--it makes all the difference in the world and I mean it--since I have [a 
serious boyfriend now] . . . . in my mind there’s so many limitations that I 
put on my date with a client because I’m just like oh I don’t want to kiss 
this guy you know because that’s too personal at this point. 
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In fact, it appears that those who like the work are more popular and make more 

money than those who do not. However, like other businesses, it is competitive and not 

all are successful.  

SUBJECT: Have I done sumthing wrong? Cuz I’m ‘bout 2 give-up. This 
has been on my mind since I joined INDI. 
Carolina XXX: Hi... I’m sure you guys know me as Carolina..... I don’t 
really discuss 2 much on this forum... but I do like to talk a lot on the 
SHOUT-BOX as well as input sum strong advice on the recovery forum. 
Since joining the INDI-BOARD in June, I have posted many original ads. 
You will rarely find one of the same! All of my pictures are recent and are 
of taste and class and sexiness. I don’t understand. I realize that you guys 
are looking at my ad by the amount of clicks, but I must say my phone 
never-never-never rings. I only provide outcall, although there have been a 
few occasions where I got a nice $130 and up incall. [But] during those 
times only one person showed-up so I no longer provide incall. It may 
come to a shock to all of you, but the guys that have reviewed me, which 
are only seven, are the sweetest I have met by far! I am sooooooooooo 
accommodating, and I really thought that I would be a lil’ popular with the 
INDI board just because I’m “ME”. Pleeze 4give if I am being too 
forward, or what have you, but I actually am at the prime of my life, 40 to 
be exact, and I actually LUV wut I do! Meaning, I am not mechanical, I 
never ask for tips or extras. I just luv meeting new guys and I only wish I 
could meet more of you. If you just give me a chance! I am lucky if I get 4 
calls a month. I swear on my own life that’s ALL, if that that I get. WHY?  
I don’t understand? WHY? I go to the GTs and I enjoy myself! I’m not the 
type of girl that throws my STUFF around. I am classy, fun, sexy, major 
xxx behind closed doors, polite., and extremely well educated. Please 
don’t take this personally, It took me a looooooooong time to get the 
GUTS to write this. I struggle every month trying to give this INDI- 
BOARD a good chance 4 me but… Thanks for your understanding. Much 
success to all of you guys in meeting with the girl of your dreams… 
xoxoxox, lolol, mmmmmmmmmmwauh! 
 

Sexual Etiquette 

Sexual etiquette is a frequent topic at the board. Those topics that have to do with 

exchanging sex for money are especially enlightening, because questions are asked that 

have no direct parallel in the “gift” domain of sexual relationships. For example, what 

responsibility do hobbyists have for the sexual satisfaction of their partners? Partners to a 
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strictly commodified exchange do not feel any obligation to deliver anything more than 

what is agreed. And this is the technical modus operandi that guides the exchanges of the 

hobbyists and providers.  However this assumption is openly questioned by some, 

confirming the premise that many exchanges at the board are only partially commodified, 

and more similar to other heterosexual exchanges than one might expect. The following 

discussion, which centers on whether a hobbyist has an obligation to pleasure his partner, 

identifies the presence of non-commodified aspects of some exchanges, and what 

motivates participants to value them. 

SUBJECT: What are a Hobbyists DUTIES regarding satisfying Providers? 
 
All-About-Me: I saw a provider last night that kept giving me instructions 
so that she could “get off” on my dime! What’s up with that? Hey, if the 
provider wants to get off then she should pay me and not the other way 
around. The way I see it is it’s my “hard” earned money, and my time. As 
long as I am respectful to the provider and we stay within her established 
guidelines then I should not be under any obligation to perform for “her” 
benefit. I’m sure some hobbyists out there get satisfaction from satisfying 
providers. Not me. If I wanted to be under the gun, heck, I’d be with my 
S.O.!! 
 
Grovster: Takes two to tango. Don’t be a shellfish. Paying some attention 
to your partner with a little attentive listening goes a long way. Look at it 
this way, the better time she’s having the better time you are going to 
have! 
 
Mps: Errr [All-About-Me]... The lady figured out that you are a... 
‘submissive’... and, that you probably didn’t know it... Next time ya see 
her... ya better bring a mop & cleaning supplies... cause... I see floors & 
windows in your future...   
 
Cowboy: But seriously, was there a point you could have slowed down 
and said, “can we try something else?” You don’t want to be that guy that 
says, “me me me me.” What’s next, call her names, slap her face, and tell 
her to be quiet? Some guys (you apparently, since you did) like satisfying 
the woman.  
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Sexy Sue [Provider]: Be clean, be a gentleman, Leave the rest to me! 
xoxo, Rocky  
 
Footballer: Well, I don’t know that we have a “duty” to please, but count 
me among those hobbyists who enjoy pleasing their dates. Makes it more 
fun for me to even ‘think’ that I am providing pleasure for a beautiful girl.. 
Part of the fantasy, don’t you think? 
 
Bigballs: I always try to get the gal excited and will DATY, use hands, 
even try some good old fashioned foreplay if it seems like she needs to 
warm up that way. Doing the horizontal mambo with any gal, be it paid or 
not, is just not a lot of fun for me if she doesn’t give me back some 
authentic passion. If all I wanted is to get my nut, hell I can do that for free 
at home. 
 
Tango2: If you really want to get technical about it, if you’re paying for it, 
you need to bring the money, be respectful, and get off. But it is so much 
more fun to experience the pleasure together. Isn’t that the GFE? Maybe 
you don’t want the entire GFE. In real life, an intimate experience, if done 
properly, will take about 2 1/2- 3 hours (or even longer) to explore, excite, 
tease and all the nitty gritty. This is in the ideal situation with no kids 
running around, not having to take the dogs out, etc... When you only have 
an hour and you’re paying for it, it’s still more fun to share the experience, 
but significantly more of the attention will be on the guy. 
 
Shafty: It’s My Duty to Please the Booty. When you please the booty, the 
kitty will please you! 
 
Rollerman: Be clean, be a gentleman, Leave the CASH ! That’s 100% of 
your obligation.  
 
Hairry:  I am leaning a little toward [All-About-Me] on this one. No, I 
don’t want to do that position, I am out of shape. No we are not ‘69’ and 
you require me to wear cover. Yeah, some providers don’t cow ride at all. 
What do I look like with my fat ass huffing and puffing during mish. 
Yeah, my first cup is slow brewed for 45 minutes. She gets off, cool. She 
fakes it, cool. Don’t tell me to donate and push the rollercoaster up. You 
don’t own the provider for hour, but you want to have fun for an hour. I 
can concur with ya. 
 
Eatmee: Ey!!! When your lady is hot and bothered and turned on and 
wants it, that just makes me more horny and hard to provide the pleasure. 
 
All-About-Me: Reggie101, HERE, HERE!!! EXACTLY what I’m talking 
about. The rest of you guys may be right--I MAY not be into the whole 
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GFE thing. Heck, I don’t engage in dfk/lfk and daty. Don’t like the 
thought of knowing I’m sticking my tongue where a few of your stanky 
cocks have recently been. Must reiterate-- I HATE when I’m in the groove 
and told to “speed it up” or “slow it down” because it makes her feel real 
good. F-that what about me biatch!!!! 
 
Domina [Provider]: I know I like to be pleased on a date...but if u are 
treating or acting like the girl is there for ur money then that is how u r 
going to get treated...most guys would have done anything in the world to 
be in the shoes u were in...If u treat us like and escort then u are going to 
be treated like a john....hey it is what it is...i bet u want us to come in with 
a pleasing state of mind and give u a 110 % why can’t you return the 
favor...that is just my 2 cents... 
[. . .] 
Sweet-N-Sour [Provider]: I think this is where communication beforehand 
can be good. Letting someone know what you like/desire etc. Of course 
some people like to focus on the other person, that is how I am...it makes 
me hot to do that...Some men are that way, too. It’s impossible to know 
unless you communicate. No one is a mind reader. 

Another thought is, I hear a lot of men complain that women 
act/fake it, and you can’t have it both ways…  
 
Snoopdog: I think that it is up to us guys to provide the girls a BFE 
experience as much as it’s up to the girl in question to provide us with a 
GFE experience, If you be nice to the ladies, they are sure as hell going to 
be good to you, trust me 
 
Steelman: If I’m paying for it, it’s all about me. Of course I always treated 
the ladies with respect. And I always felt like they were relieved they did 
not have to fake another orgasm that day. 
 
Buddoctor: I may be new to this board, but I have been involved in the 
hobby for a long time. There was a thread regarding “YMMV”. Pleasing 
your date is part of that. You take care of them, they will take care of you. 
On a number of occasions I have donated for one hour but have gone over 
that hour with multiple cups. Hell in one case it was right around 2 hours. 
In those cases I was told, in one fashion or another, “we here having so 
much fun I didn’t feel like stopping”. Now that’s service! Besides, I’m 
more into it when they are. Trust me, I’m FAR from the Tom Cruise type 
so that never played into it. 
 
[This thread consists of over 20 responses, most made over a period of 
about one day] 
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Objectification 

Objectification is often associated with the corruptive aspects of commodified 

exchanges. The objectification of another individual is using them as a means to an end. 

While the dehumanizing aspects of objectifying individuals are inherent in an employer-

employee relationship, sexual objectification has been specifically identified as 

problematic by critics of prostitution such as MacKinnon and Dworkin (Nussbaum, 

“Objectification” 249). However, when providers were asked about objectification, few 

seemed troubled by it. Although providers reported that there is a definite, although 

sometimes difficult to articulate, difference between objectification and disrespect; for 

most providers, being objectified was an expected part of the business, one that could 

actually be a relief at times. However, explicit objectification can be an obstacle to 

managing and compartmentalizing business and leisure relationships. 

Provider-4000: Yeah; of course. I mean there’s--I mean there’s a 
difference between it just being about sex and the person treating you like 
you’re a piece of meat. Like there’s a total difference. 
. . . . It can just be about sex but . . . for example like if somebody were to 
be like oh you’re my dirty whore, I wouldn’t like that you know okay. 
Like granted this is what I do but you know I don’t want to be treated in 
that manner 
 
Provider-1000: But, most of my friends are actually guys. And some are 
former clients, and some are still clients. So it’s more like relationships, 
which can be very stressful. Because there’s money involved, and there 
are feelings involved. 
. . . . . . . . And I combine the business and social life sometimes. And 
that’s causing a lot of problems too, with people who. A guy might think 
that you are using him. He becomes like your best client, and you’re kind 
of friends now. And sometimes you might be in a rush one day. And you 
can’t stay past the time. Like I always stay an extra half hour or hour just 
talking. And when you can’t do that they turn on you. They are like, “you 
used me, and you played your little game, and that’s what you do,” and 
you end up feeling like an idiot. 
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Provider-3000: There’s some guys they’re--like some guys that you come 
in that you realize that’s all--they try to make you feel cheap. . . . They talk 
down to you and they--you know those are people that usually they won’t 
see me more than once anyhow but--. They talk down to you; they talk to 
you like you don’t--like you’re--and then they do it on purpose. It makes 
them feel better about themselves. I mean--I mean let’s face it; it’s all--this 
whole business is about--about someone feeling better about themselves 
and it’s usually the guy and if they can make a chick feel like some--
people have to do it by making other people worse about themselves--or 
try to you know--make you feel like you’re cheap. . . . [But] the fact is 
they still think you’re worth something because they’re willing to pay it. 
Even though they try to make you feel bad about yourself it’s like look, 
I’m not paying you to be here; you’re paying me to be here, so who’s 
really--who’s really--at the end of the day who is really--who is really the 
worst for it--not me? . . .  It’s like if it’s $200 that’s fine; that’s fine. It’s 
worth something. I mean you know I used to work as a waitress and 
people did it to me for free. [Laughs] You know what I mean. 
. . . It’s a job. This is the way I look at it. It’s a job; I clock in--I clock out.  
 
Provider-7000: You know what’s degrading to women, in my opinion?  
Making shit money.  It’s degrading to women.  Having to go… I’m not 
saying me, personally.  I’m saying if I have to go to Children and Family 
and apply for food stamps, because you’ve got a kid whose father doesn’t 
pay child support, and you’ve got a fucking job where you’re making $10 
an hour…  That’s degrading to women.   
. . . . [For example] CumOnHerFace.com . . . .That’s $1,000!  $1,000, and 
you’re in and out of there in 45 minutes.  I’ve shot with them several 
times. . . . It’s very disgusting.  But it’s $1,000. . . . Now, would I do that 
for $500?  No.  But $1,000.  How many car payments is that?  How many 
days of freedom is that from working a shitty fucking job?  So what’s 
more degrading?  What’s more degrading?  Making $1,000 in 35-45 
minutes, washing your face and going on about your life for the rest of the 
week, or getting up every morning at 6:30, dropping your kid off, not 
seeing your kid all day…?  Going to a stupid job doing what…? 
. . . . Is it nasty?  Yes.  It’s disgusting.  Some people like it, though. Some 
girls like that. So that’s even better for them. . . . if somebody else wants 
to do that, then that’s their business. 
 
Provider-5000:  A lot of those girls don’t like it face down, ass up; “that’s 
the way we like to fuck and have cum all over my face.” They think that 
[type of] advertising will get them business, and it will briefly, but they 
don’t get respect. 
 
Provider-2000: There have been plenty of guys that I slept with before all 
this where I felt worse because I’m like okay well you know I kind of like 
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this guy and is he going to call me? And then like the guy takes like two 
weeks to call you and you’re kind of just like sitting there going okay I 
feel like I’ve been used. You know with this you’re like yeah okay 
whatever; it doesn’t matter if I’ve been used because you know what I just 
got paid. I just took care of my light bill; I just took care of my phone bill; 
I just paid my mortgage--it’s fine. Come call me again and use me again; 
you know you don’t--you don’t look at it--you look at it totally differently. 
. . . . You can’t--you can--you shouldn’t be ashamed of it but you 
definitely can’t be proud of it. 
 

 These discussions suggest that the dehumanizing aspects of objectification are 

dependent on the context, and not absolute as some have suggested. Providers do not 

seem bothered by the realization that they are being “used” for sex if they feel that they 

are respected as individuals and treated as such. Knowing that they have been selected for 

their unique and personal qualities among others providers combats the pernicious effects 

of fungibility inherent in purely commodified transactions. When transactions are 

prefaced by information about each other, as they are when negotiated at the board, 

providers do not feel inherently fungible, but sought after for their personal qualities. And 

when providers endure psychically difficult work, additional monetary compensation 

seems to shift the meaning of the experience into the impersonal realm of 

commodification where it can be more easily dealt with and justified. In fact, the 

objectification at the board may fall more squarely on the hobbyists since their use value 

is seen by many providers as completely fungible, when they are seen as the form of 

payment received from them—money. These aspects of encounters at the board are well 

known and expressed by the participants, although not in technical terms of 

commodification, but in verse, as captured in the poetry of Appendix 3. 
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Intimate Relationships 

Providers and hobbyists form intimate relationships through repeated encounters 

and verbal exchanges with each other through the board. While ostensibly, the goal for 

most participants is limited to exchanging sex for money, many look for someone with 

whom they can feel special. For example, hobbyists expect a particular type of sexual 

experience from an encounter arranged through the board, but the physical act may 

consume only a minor part of what may amount to several hours of planning, 

conversation, and thinking about the event both before and after it. In fact, hobbyists 

book dinner and overnight dates with providers, paying for a considerable amount of time 

when no sexual activity takes place. 

The “Girl Friend Experience” or GFE is the holy grail of hobbying. Although the 

hobbyists’ focus of the rendezvous is unmistakably sexual, many hobbyists are explicitly 

interested in a particular type of social interaction with providers that goes beyond simply 

sexual release. The aim of these men is to experience time with a provider as a personal 

companion on par with a girlfriend. In other words, a hobbyist wants to feel special, like 

he is the provider’s boyfriend. This interest in extra-sexual experiences by men who 

frequent prostitutes is well known (Stein 41; Bernstein 126). A GFE experience requires 

an emotional connection beyond the physical felt by the hobbyist, and a belief that the 

provider isn’t watching the clock or counting the minutes in terms of dollars as time 

passes during the encounter. Rather, the hobbyists must feel that the provider is actually 

enjoying herself both sexually, and/or intellectually or emotionally in order for the 

fantasy to be achieved. As articulated by one of the hobbyists at the board,  
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Many escorts have the ability to create an illusion of passion by either 
genuinely finding something to be excited about in each customer, or by 
simply being superb actresses. Either way, a customer will remember his 
encounter as a GFE if he--even if only for a few minutes--forgets he is 
with an escort and becomes lost in the throes of steamy and lustful 
passion. 

 . . . . 
The reason the term GFE is so hard to pin down is that exactly 

what specific activities define a GFE are different for each person. Some 
customers do not find the Illusion of Passion convincing without deep, 
passionate, kissing; others require mutual French lessons; and on and on. 

Each escort who wishes to deliver the infamous and elusive GFE 
must find what works for her... i.e. what things she can do to leave her 
customer with an Illusion of Passion that keeps the smile on their face for 
hours after the appointment is over. 

 
A GFE experience results in the hobbyist wanting to spend time with the provider 

after the sexual event is complete. While many hobbyists caution each other about the 

risks of falling in love with a provider, the feeling is essentially a fantasy of friendship. 

While sometimes GFE fantasy is reciprocal attraction, more often than not, it is one-sided 

and feelings can get hurt if one or the other gets caught up in it. Hobbyists are more likely 

to get emotionally involved because they have fewer encounters and invest feelings onto 

a smaller number of individuals than providers do. Falling in love is one of the biggest 

hazards of participating on the board because it often ends in heartbreak. However, the 

GFE is not purely an act by providers. Both hobbyists and providers look for friendship at 

the board. Not only do hobbyists respect providers, but providers genuinely respect many 

of their clients. As two providers expressed, 

Provider-4000: . . . I actually met a lot of great people through it. I mean 
there’s--there’s like a few I would say of my regulars that I genuinely 
really enjoy seeing, like when I know that I’m going to see them just 
because I enjoy spending time with them and they’re good people, so 
yeah. And I’ve made a few friends that I didn’t think that I really would--I 
don’t try to associate with too many people outside of this [Laughs] like 
on a personal level. 
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. . . . I’ve been pretty lucky. I haven’t encountered really any psychos or 
[Laughs] any creepy people, so that’s pretty good. 
 
Provider-6000:  [E]very man wants to meet their dream woman; I don’t 
care what they say. A lot of these men are saying well I’m a hobbyist and 
I’m seeing this one and I’m seeing that one and this one. But had their 
dream woman come--come about they would forget all about seeing other 
women. . . . [The] Objective of these men, . . . . It’s not--or not necessarily 
a girlfriend or a wife but to meet somebody that they’re very compatible 
with. . . . Everybody wants it but a lot of these people are very much in 
denial. They’re saying that’s not what they’re looking for. I’m not looking 
for that; I like women. I like to sleep with lots of women. 
. . . . [F]or example, a lot of my customers come in and we--we hug and 
kiss how was your day. You know we talk about very, very personal 
business and not--nobody is really--really; they say everybody is a screen 
as far as the computer goes but as far as when you know I walk in nobody 
is like that and that’s why there’s a lot of people falling in love because 
they really get to know a person inside. . . . you know we’re all human 
beings and you know and--and people get so attached to like a certain 
woman and or--or a man or two women connect with each other. If you 
think about it when you--it’s not like--it’s an escort service; this is actually 
people meeting one another you know and getting what they want to get 
out of it. . . . . there’s a lot of good guys on here; they’re very much 
gentlemen--the people I see anyway. . . . I get catered to, I get a lot of--you 
know they like to take me out to nice dinners. . . . I did fall in love with 
somebody on the--on the board; we’re madly in love right now actually. 
 

Consequently, it is not uncommon for participants to develop mutual feelings for each 

other. It happened with several of the members that I knew during this short study and 

my very limited circle of acquaintances. Discussions of love and relationships command 

a lot of interest from participants. And while it is easy to fall in love, maintaining a 

relationship is difficult because of the promiscuous behavior that many of the hobbyists 

are used to, and providers are dependent upon.  

Falling in Love 

Providers are not immune to developing mutual feelings for hobbyists as I saw 

during my observations. Although it is rarely an initial motivation, those who find it 
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difficult to maintain a relationship with civilian men while working, may find they have 

some important commonalities with hobbyists, such as some similar sexual values and 

the same circle of friends. 

 
SUBJECT: Ladies, could you ever love/marry a hobbyist?, What about 
have a monogamist relationship with him? 
CourtesanKim: Reading the thread about, “marrying an escort” got me 
thinking...  

Could I consider a gentleman, that see’s ladies on a regular basis a 
possible “real life BF?” When I became a part of this board I always said 
that, “I wouldn’t be the one to mix the business with my real life 
experiences/relationships.” But the longer that I’m apart of this 
community, I think, man was I wrong. I’ve met some of my the best 
friends right here. I still agree that business is business, and should be 
handled as professionally as possible. However there is NO big difference 
with the men on an escort board than in my civilian life, except civilians 
often pretend they don’t pay, never paid, AND WON’T  EVER PAY! But 
what do you do when the UNEXPECTED happens? I mean we don’t get 
into this business looking for love and neither do the guys...We are all 
human beings, with lots of similar feelings, we all laugh, cry, feel insecure 
at times, we have bad days, good days, we all need TLC, etc........ My 
question’s are: 1.) Can you have a serious relationship with a hobbyist? 2.) 
Can you love him, after knowing he’ll probably still consider seeing girls? 
3.) What happens to, NOT mixing business with real life, can you control 
it? Guys please feel free to chime in also, I’m looking for sincere 
responses ONLY.  
[. . . . ] 
Lassie4u: Well, I normally do not chime in on most discussions, but both 
these threads have got me thinking. I don’t think the point is truly about 
marrying an escort or a hobbyist. I think it’s simply how much is each 
person willing to sacrifice for love. 

Each of us ladies has our own reasons for being in this business. 
Some have a plan for getting out, some don’t. How difficult is it to 
maintain a relationship with a significant other outside of the business? 
How many excuses would one need to come up with? How many cover 
stories for where we were going at all hours of the day and night? For 
those of us who have jobs in addition to this business, how often does the 
fear creep in that someone in our professional lives will discover “this” 
side of us? 

Not every provider on here is in a position to just walk away from 
this business if true love presented. For those providers, if love presented 
from a hobbyist, in my opinion they would still need, and in some way 
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expect, the monetary support to continue. Or the hobbyist, I think he 
would need to consider what the escort’s actual life situation was... what 
would the monetary expectations be? 

 
However, serious relationships are difficult for women involved at the board 

because of the importance of sexual monogamy for must couples.  Sexual monogamy is a 

universal sign of devotion and trust, but is often difficult for either providers or hobbyists 

to maintain: for a provider, it means she must forfeit her means of financial support and 

independence; and for a hobbyist, it requires a substantial amount of trust, understanding, 

or money--resources beyond the means of many would-be couples. Consequently, 

couples at the board must base their relationship on being monogamous in areas other 

than sexual, or give up the lifestyle promoted at the board. 

Feelings about Leaving the Board 

Hobbyists and providers leave the board for many reasons, some out of 

dissatisfaction, others due to social pressure from friends or family, and some to give 

civilian life another try. Well-known providers often publicly announce their departure so 

hobbyists will not try to contact them, but one can sense in goodbyes a sincere 

appreciation to those whom they have met and developed friendships. This can be 

understood as an acknowledgment of appreciation to those who will be left behind at the 

board. 

SweetLaura: I leave everyone with these words of wisdom. I wish to 
explain my changes. I fell in love with a beautiful man who has fully 
entered my life. We are very happy and living together now. I have taken a 
fulltime job with a professional company locally and continue to pursue 
my music career. I wish you all well and may peace be with you. Stay 
strong and love each other; time is running out on out earth. I will miss 
many of you I found friendships in here and I keep you forever in the 
fondest places of my mind and heart. Don’t forget me. I have a greater 
purpose in my life. So for those of you who have hated me; I can only 
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pray you find peace within your own lives and remind you that it takes a 
bigger person to be kind to each other. Thank you [all] . . . . I will never 
forget you as well. In a cold world we can only strive to bring hope and 
safety to each other and raise awareness of our societies. Shemhamforash. 
Indulgence; not compulsion. 
 
CherrieC: Hanging up my hat as of today :(, Retiring 
Gents, Just a quick note to let you know I will be retiring as of today. 
Thank you to the gentlemen that I have meet-I had such great times and 
learned so much. Being “Cherrie” has a brought so much into my life. I 
am sad to leave; however if things don’t work out I will be back ;) If we 
have meet before please e-mail me asap. To anyone whom needs to use 
me as a reference or that needs to acquire a reference please contact me 
through e-mail only [email@address] 
 
JuiceyGirl: Goodbye Indi, It’s been fun but it’s time to move on..... 
 Well it’s been a fun ride, but all fun has to come to an end at some point. 
I’m moving to Orlando in a week to pursue a better life for myself. It’s 
time to go back to school get my degree and live the life I have dreamed 
of. Sadly’ this means I have to say goodbye to many of the friends I’ve 
made here. After the 13th I won’t be escorting any more and I’m going to 
do the 9-5 thing. For me’ this was always a temporary solution and not a 
career choice. I think over the past couple years I lost sight of what I really 
wanted out of life and became blinded by the good income I was making. 
It was only a couple weeks ago that I had a moment of clarity. I’m 25, it’s 
not too late to do something great with my life,” so that’s what I’m going 
to do. It’s time I felt proud of myself and I haven’t for a very long time. So 
I wish everyone here good luck in life, and for the friends I have made 
here, I will miss you! 
 

Summary 

Indygirls.com is an Internet site that facilitates the exchange of sex for money. 

The participants live within an hour driving distance of each other in the Southeastern 

United States and frequently meet face to face. Unlike typical prostitution regimes, the 

participants exchange personal information about each other prior to agreeing to a 

rendezvous. The virtual reputation system maintained by the site acts as a non-legal 

enforcement mechanism to encourage participants to do as agreed. This system makes it 

possible for participants to discriminate between those who are believed to be desirable 
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partners, and those who are not. Although the site was developed by hobbyists in an 

effort to obtain more desirable female partners for commercial sexual exchanges, it 

appears to have resulted in an environment that suggests that prostitution reform 

acceptable to many feminists is possible.  

The dialogues presented in this ethnography demonstrate the type and importance 

of open communication that occurs at Indygirls.com. These free and open 

communications are a distinctive feature compared to other prostitution venues that 

operate in black or highly regulated markets, and are essential for establishing the mutual 

trust and respect found at the board. As long as the participants follow the rules designed 

to respect and protect each other, full disclosure about the liaisons between them is 

encouraged. These communications also demonstrate the problem-solving approach that 

the participants use to better understand each other. Not only is there a sincere effort to 

find the truth when disputes occur, but there is also an effort to educate each other on 

how to avoid the same problems in the future.  

It is clear from the actions of the providers, discussion threads, and personal 

interviews collected for this study that the successful providers have a strong sense of 

agency and control. Not only do they articulate this belief, but it is evident from the high 

level of satisfaction that they report and the friendships that they maintain with their 

clients outside their commercial relationship. Although money plays an integral role in 

the exchanges that occur at the board, it does not appear to inhibit the formation of extra-

sexual feelings or romantic attractions that the participants experience and enjoy. And 

while objectification occurs, it is a mutual phenomenon which is experienced and 
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projected upon each other, and does not appear to necessarily contribute to feelings of 

disrespect or indignity.  

The social circumstances and organizational schema at the board, which facilitate 

trust among the participants, also contribute to the conditions that make establishing 

friendships and falling in love inevitable. The fact that many of the liaisons develop into 

more than sexual rendezvous, often resulting in genuine feelings of attraction and 

romantic love, indicates the legitimate respect that the participants have for each other. 

Although the promiscuous lifestyle makes monogamous relationships difficult (if not 

impossible), a number of providers and hobbyists have significant others or spouses that 

know about their activities at the board and tolerate, if not support it. 

While this ethnography appears to confirm that the transactions facilitated at the 

board are done so in an environment of trust and respect, it does not reveal specifically 

the social and economic variables that are essential to these exchanges. In other words, 

which properties of this environment are necessary to reproduce it? And can these 

characteristics be adapted to reform traditional black market venues such as street 

prostitution or Internet sites such as Craigslist where trust and mutual respect are often 

lacking? Identifying the social and economic variables that promote these conditions and 

describing how they work is the concern of the following chapter.
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VI. COOPERATION GAMES AND TRUST 

The Prostitution Trust Game 

Prostitution can be a hazardous business, especially for those who work outdoors. 

Sex workers must be adept at discriminating against difficult, violent, and untrustworthy 

clients, but they must also be able to distinguish police posing as customers and other 

impersonators who try to fool them. Sanders describes the intuition that providers rely 

upon to do their job as “the prostitution trust game” (Sex Work 53). For many who 

engage in prostitution, there is a low expectation of trust, but each party must cooperate 

in order to achieve their goals. When a client takes a chance by paying for a service 

before it is rendered, he risks receiving poor quality service; he could even be robbed, 

assaulted, or arrested. The provider must also engage in a game of calculated costs and 

benefits. If a provider decides to err on the side of caution to refuse a genuine partner, she 

forfeits his money, but if she mistakenly agrees to an encounter with someone dishonest 

“the costs could be robbery, rape, physical injury, and possibly death.” Consequently, in 

most black markets, both parties must start from a “position of mistrust until proven 

otherwise” (53).  

When an activity is illegal or highly stigmatized, participants prefer to remain 

anonymous. Exchanges of sex for money tend to be very risky transactions, since the 

identities of the participants are concealed, and they have no reason to believe that they 

will encounter each other again and so have very little accountability for their actions. In 
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other words, there is little reason for either to trust the other. The exchange environment 

found in traditional underground prostitution markets differs in two important ways from 

traditional free market exchanges: First, there is no legal enforcement mechanism to 

encourage participants to do as agreed. Second, participants must maintain anonymity, so 

traditional community enforcement mechanisms do not apply. Black markets are 

typically characterized by the anonymity of buyers and sellers in order to minimize any 

evidence of their involvement in the illegal activity. Exchanges between anonymous 

individuals are risky because there is little recourse if one of the parties does not do as 

agreed. Unless both parties trust each other, the likelihood that one party will dishonor an 

agreement is high. Consequently, organized crime or another sub-legal mechanism is 

required to force the outcomes of the transactions in the absence of the law. The result is 

a coercive mechanism where cooperation is enforced by threat, domination, and violence. 

The economic conditions that exist at the board are similar to a black market 

where transactions must be concealed from authorities. Since black markets are against 

the law, the participants cannot rely on the state to protect them against fraud and abuse 

regarding their transactions. This often results in physical force or coercion being 

imposed on the weaker by the stronger. In other words, participants cannot rely on police, 

contract law, or the courts to enforce agreements between each other. Consequently, the 

threat of private retaliation prevails. 

In contrast, commercial agreements in legal markets are made under the 

assumption that certain obligations of each party are enforceable under the law. For 

example, in a commercial exchange, the agreed-upon products or services must be 

rendered upon payment, and the rendering of the product or service obliges the receiving 
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party to relinquish the payment to the provider. In legal markets, the threat of judicial 

consequences is usually a sufficient inducement to motivate each party to comply at the 

most basic level. However, when the legal enforcement is non-existent, impractical, or 

the cost of enforcement is relatively high, each party must assess the trustworthiness of 

the other in order to determine whether the risk of trusting the other party is worth the 

potential benefit. Non-legal cooperation develops when people realize that those who 

cheat others suffer injury to their reputations. A person who develops a bad reputation 

will find it difficult to gain the cooperation of others in the future. Because cooperation is 

a valuable quality, one who cares about the future will not cheat another in the present. 

Laws that prohibit prostitution result in black markets where transactions occur. 

These markets encourage anonymity, generally making repeat encounters unlikely, so 

rational participants will be tempted to cheat or dishonor their agreements. This results in 

a high degree of mutual mistrust. However, Indygirls.com maintains a non-violent 

enforcement mechanism to facilitate cooperative exchanges based on establishing 

valuable reputations for participants. Stigma and disrespect are founded on mistrust, but 

an effective reputation system can minimize these attitudes and their effects. 

Reputation Systems and Trust 

Reputation is a measure of an individual’s trustworthiness and reliability gained 

from past behavior and the comments of others. It is “the amount of trust inspired by the 

particular person in a specific setting or domain of interest” (Zacharia 1).  Participants at 

Indygirls.com pay close attention to their online reputations and the reputations of others 

because reputations are fundamental to negotiating a future rendezvous.  
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Reputation systems are simply mechanisms that collect information about how an 

individual has behaved in the past. The importance of reputation systems in facilitating 

Internet transactions is well known. Unlike in traditional markets, direct inspection of 

goods or the seller’s premises is often impossible for products offered on the Internet 

where buyers and sellers do not physically meet. “Reputation systems are emerging as an 

increasingly important component of online communities, helping elicit good behavior 

and cooperation among loosely connected and geographically dispersed economic 

agents” (Dellarocas 1). Both Amazon.com and eBay.com rely on formal reputation 

systems to ferret out unreliable buyers and sellers by collecting “comments from buyers 

and sellers about each other after each transaction” (Resnick, “Trust Among Strangers” 

127).  

Reputations transmitted from person to person “can deter moral hazard and 

discourage entry by bad types in markets where players repeat transactions but rarely 

with the same player” (Resnick, “Trust Among Strangers” 127).  The inherent anonymity 

of Internet transactions creates a temptation for sellers to misrepresent their products and 

services, and for buyers to take delivery without paying. In addition, either party “may 

decide not to abide by the agreement reached at the electronic marketplace, asking at 

some later time to renegotiate the price, or even refusing to commit the transaction” 

(Zacharia 1). And in the case of illegal trades, such as prostitution or illegal drugs, there 

is the additional risk of encountering a law enforcement official. “Because buyers and 

sellers know this, they don’t like dealing with someone they don’t know and whose 

reputation is not established” (Horton 2). 
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For example, marks of quality such as brand names establish reputations for 

products which can contribute to higher prices for better quality goods and services. 

Without a reputation system or similar indicator of reliability, buyers have little incentive 

to pay more than the lowest price for seemingly identical items. Low quality sellers will 

replace higher quality sellers in a market where no quality indicator for individual sellers 

exists (Akerlof 488). Reskin uses the example of Internet auctions of old vinyl audio (LP) 

records (“Reputation Systems” 3). Scratches degrade the audio quality of an LP record 

and should be sold at discount. However, since few buyers are willing to pay a premium 

to an unknown seller for an unquantifiable difference in record quality, and sellers with 

the highest quality records will be reluctant to sell their records at the same discount as 

the worst quality records, the market will become dominated by low quality sellers. In 

other words, bad quality sellers will drive good quality sellers out of the market without a 

credible reputation system. 

According to Resnick, in order for a reputation system to function “it must: (1) 

provide information that allows buyers to distinguish between trustworthy and non-

trustworthy sellers, (2) encourage sellers to be trustworthy, and (3) discourage 

participation from those who aren’t” (“Reputation Systems” 3). However, a reputation 

system can be difficult to establish and may act as a barrier to participation. Once the 

transaction is over, what incentive is there for a buyer to comment about a successful 

experience?  

Eliciting feedback encounters three related problems. The first is that 

people may not bother to provide feedback at all. . . .Second, it is 

especially difficult to elicit negative feedback. . . .The third difficulty is 
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assuring honest reports. One party could blackmail another—that is, 

threaten to post negative feedback unrelated to actual performance. At the 

other extreme, in order to accumulate positive feedback a group of people 

might collaborate and rate each other positively, artificially inflating their 

reputations. (Resnick, “Reputation Systems” 4) 

Resnick suggests that altruism and reciprocity are important motives (Resnick, 

“Trust Among Strangers” 132). However, Lampel argues that status and status seeking 

should not be overlooked as important factors in motivating individuals to donate 

opinions, information, and advice which contribute to the reputations of themselves and 

others in the virtual community (435). He argues “that informational gift giving is also 

strongly driven by status and status seeking, and that status sentiments are more likely to 

sustain virtual communities” (434). 

At Indygirls.com it is apparent that status plays an important role in encouraging 

participants to contribute to the reputation system by posting reviews of their encounters. 

By posting an extremely favorable review of a provider, a hobbyist risks making her 

more popular, and thus less available and more expensive to him; but he will gain status 

with other providers by being known for his good reviews. Many providers, especially 

those new to the board, may not like the idea of the graphic details of their encounters 

publicly posted, either because of modesty or privacy; however, those serious about 

making money usually change their minds about discouraging reviews once they realize 

how valuable a good review can be for their reputations, and consequently, their earning 

power at the board.  
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It is clear that reputation is a serious preoccupation for both providers and 

hobbyists at the board. While one might expect that participants in prostitution would be 

primarily concerned with pregnancy, sexually transmitted disease, or getting ripped off, 

participants pay far more attention to avoiding arrest and maintaining a reputation as a 

“good” provider or hobbyist. A good review for a provider, one that portrays her as 

honest, cooperative, and skillful, is free publicity that will create demand for her services. 

However, the potential for every encounter to be graded and recorded online, and the 

pressure to ensure customer satisfaction can result in anxiety for many providers because 

of the fear of a bad review. A bad review from an unsatisfied hobbyist can be costly in 

terms of lost business or time spent in disputing the review.  

However, escort review also keeps hobbyists on their best behavior. If a hobbyist 

offends a provider, she may tell other providers, making it more difficult for the hobbyist 

to get intimate attention from other providers. In other words, since it is ultimately up to 

the woman to decide who she will see, and she will prefer to see men who treat her 

better; men who have reputations as “good” (respectful and trustworthy) hobbyists will 

get more attention from the most desirable women. 

The reputations system at Indygirls.com is a non-legal cooperation mechanism 

that works by threatening injury to the reputations of those who do not do as agreed. 

Since genuine participants value the cooperation with others at the board, they will not 

risk damage to their reputations by being dishonest in the present or they will find it 

difficult to find a cooperative partner in the future. The theory and logic of reputation 

systems is best described by game theory as a cooperation game where participants 

publicly signal each other in an attempt to find the most suitable partners. 
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Cooperation Games 

Game theory addresses the question of how to maximize cooperation among 

individuals. It assumes that in order for an individual to benefit from cooperation with 

another, the outcome must leave that individual better off than he would be if he did not 

cooperate. 

One of the fundamental questions of social theory is the conditions which 

facilitate cooperation. Repetition and reputation are two of the most useful 

features. Repetition causes people to cooperate in the present in order to 

avoid negative consequences in future interactions with the same people. 

Reputations spread information about people’s behavior, so that 

expectations of future interactions can influence behavior even if the 

future interactions may be with different people than those in the present. 

(Friedman 2) 

The prisoner’s dilemma is the classic case of game theory, where cooperation between 

two individuals is unlikely if they do not trust each other, even though mutual 

cooperation is in each party’s best interest. It demonstrates why rational individuals who 

do not trust each other will choose not to cooperate. 

In the prisoner’s dilemma game, two accomplices are taken into custody and held 

in separate cells, but the police have insufficient evidence for a conviction so each is 

offered the same terms. In this game, each prisoner must choose between two strategies: 

be silent, or betray. If one testifies (defects) for the prosecution against the other, and the 

other remains silent, then the betrayer goes free, and the silent accomplice receives the 

full 10-year sentence. If both remain silent, each is sentenced to only six months in jail 
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for a minor charge. If both betray each other, each receives a five-year sentence. Each 

prisoner must choose to betray the other or to remain silent, and each is assured that the 

other will not know his decision before the end of the investigation. Assuming that each 

prisoner is only interested in the shortest sentence, the rational choice leads each player to 

always betray, resulting in each receiving a five year sentence, even though the outcome 

would be better for each if both remained silent. Then, each would only serve a six-

month sentence.  

Table 5 
Classic Prisoner’s Dilemma 
 
    Suspect Two: Stays Silent  Suspect Two: Betrays  
Suspect One: Stays Silent  Each serves 6 months   Suspect Two: goes free 
        Suspect One: 10 years  
Suspect One: Betrays   Suspect Two: 10 years     
    Suspect One: goes free Each serves 5 years  

 

The game can be simplified to the following general form: 

Table 6 
Payoffs for Simplified Cooperation Game 
 
  Cooperate Defect 
Cooperate 2,2  0,3 
Defect  3,0  1,1  
Source: Posner, Eric A. Law and Social Norms. Cambridge: Harvard UP, 2000: 14. 

 
Each player (row and column) can either cooperate or defect. If Column defects, 

then Row should defect in order to gain 1 instead of 0. If Column cooperates, Row will 

also be better off by defecting, getting 3 instead of 2. Regardless of what Column does, 

Row will receive more points by defecting. If Column reasons similarly, then both will 

always defect, even though if both were to choose to cooperate, the combined gain would 

be greater (2 and 2). The prisoner’s dilemma problem identifies the problem faced by 
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parties who might be better off by cooperating with each other, but who do not trust their 

partner.  

One way to counter the self-defeating incentives of the prisoner’s dilemma is to 

provide an incentive to cooperate, or an enforcement mechanism. Legal contracts are 

enforcement mechanisms that provide incentives for parties to cooperate by sanctioning 

those who do not honor their agreements. However, contracts can be costly and time 

consuming to enforce.  

The government is a clumsy tool. Police officers, prosecutors, judges, and 

juries generally can obtain only a crude, third-hand account of events. 

Lawsuits are expensive. If the court system cannot distinguish cooperation 

from defection with any accuracy, and it is costly to use, people will not 

rely on it for ensuring cooperation. Indeed, most people do not know much 

about the law, and do not allow what they do know about it to influence 

much in their relations with other people; consequently, they do not sue 

each other when they have disputes. (Posner, Law and Social Norms 15) 

Instead, many negotiations rely on non-legal cooperation mechanisms to ensure 

that parties do as agreed. A self-enforcement mechanism may develop spontaneously in 

the absence of the law if the parties expect to be able to benefit from future transactions 

with each other. When the prisoner’s dilemma game is modified so that more than one 

round is played with the same players, the outcome is not necessarily defection. For 

example, suppose the players of the cooperation game are a buyer and a seller who expect 

to continue trading with each other for an indefinitely long time. If each assumes that 

when either party cheats (buyer doesn’t pay or seller supplies inferior goods) the other 
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will cheat in the next round of exchange, then there is an incentive for each party to do as 

agreed. As long as each party cares about the value of future exchanges he will cooperate 

in the present. In other words, “people are more likely to cooperate when they expect to 

have repeated dealings with each other than when they expect never to see each other 

again” (Posner, Law and Social Norms 16).  

Many business dealings have the character of the prisoner’s dilemma. A 

seller can cheat by supplying inferior merchandise, and a buyer can cheat 

by not paying its bills. The best outcome for both, of course, is that neither 

party cheats. In an isolated transaction, however, both parties may have an 

incentive to cheat, leading to an outcome that benefits neither. 

There are two ways to counter the self-defeating incentives of the 

prisoner’s dilemma. One is the law. If the players can write binding 

contracts in advance promising not to cheat, with a sufficiently severe 

sanction for cheating, it is rational not to cheat. The other countermeasure 

arises from repetition of the game, or relational contracting. Players may 

refrain from squeezing the last cent out of the current deal because they 

wish to do business in the future, either with this particular trading partner 

or with others who could learn of this behavior. Contracting becomes self-

enforcing through the threat of retaliation and consequent loss of business. 

In other words, the shadow of the future can induce the trading partners to 

cooperate. (McMillan 2424) 

The prisoner’s dilemma game predicts that parties who expect to encounter each 

other again in the future will change their individual strategies to maximize their personal 
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payoffs. For example, suppose that each party expects that if he cheats in the first 

transaction, his opponent will cheat in subsequent transactions. As long as each party 

cares about his payoff in future encounters, he or she will cooperate rather than cheat in 

each transaction. This realization is important because it shows that the prisoner’s 

dilemma does not necessarily result in mutual defection, but suggests that when a few 

reasonable assumptions are made to change the circumstances of the game, cooperation, 

instead of defection, is the likely result. This logic applies to games involving more than 

two parties when players randomly meet in pairwise encounters and then move on to 

encounters with other partners within the group for the production of some collective 

good (Posner, Law and Social Norms 16). 

Non-legal cooperation begins with the observation that people who defect 

suffer injury to their reputations. If a person develops a bad reputation 

then people will not cooperate with them in the future. Since cooperation 

is valuable, if a person cares about the future he will not defect in the 

present. (15) 

Rather than break a promise or an acceptable norm of behavior which is likely to damage 

the violator’s reputation, individuals who care about the outcome of future encounters 

signal to each other their ability to resist temptation to cheat by conforming to established 

social norms. “Defection in cooperative endeavors is deterred by fear of reputational 

injury” (5). 

Good Types and Bad Types 

In any negotiation, each party must estimate the probability/likelihood that the 

other party will cooperate, or not cheat. Those who cooperate are “good types,” and those 



 

 

202 

who cheat are “bad types.” A good type is a person who values future returns more than a 

bad type. “Holding everything else equal, a good type is more likely to cooperate in a 

repeated prisoner’s dilemma game than a bad type is, because the good type cares more 

about the future payoffs that are lost if cooperation fails” (Posner, Law and Social Norms 

18). However, good type behavior should not be confused with altruistic behavior 

because neither a good type nor a bad type will cooperate in a one-shot prisoner’s 

dilemma encounter.  

Good types are more reliable cooperators, less likely to cheat or default on their 

obligations than bad types. Bad types, on the other hand, may have less at stake than 

good types, diminished ability to pay, or may be more desperate to raise money 

immediately. For this reason they value future payoffs less. Both good types and bad 

types seek to avoid bad types. Good types prefer to work with each other, but bad types 

prefer to work with good types or no one. Consequently, good types attempt to 

distinguish themselves from bad types by engaging in actions called “signaling” (Posner, 

Law and Social Norms 19). “One wants a general reputation as a ‘cooperator,’ a person 

with a low discount rate, and one establishes that reputation both by declining to cheat in 

repeated games and by sending signals at every opportunity” (Posner, Law and Social 

Norms 21). 

For the provider, the decision to accept or reject an encounter is based on whether 

the client is judged to be trustworthy or “genuine.” Trust is the belief in another that they 

will do as expected. “Trust involves a judgment, however implicit, to accept vulnerability 

to the potential ill will of others . . . When one trusts, one accepts some amount of risk for 

potential harm in exchange for the benefits of cooperation” (Warren 1).  A genuine 



 

 

203 

partner is one who has the qualities to fulfill the terms of their agreement. Genuineness is 

about intention and ability, not character or morality. A genuine client is one who will 

pay the agreed price before the service is rendered and conduct the transaction without 

risk to the worker’s safety. A genuine provider is one who will meet the client at the time 

and place agreed upon and provide the service discussed in the manner expected. Far 

from being a haphazard transaction, partners must be very selective about with whom 

they choose to engage in a sexual exchange, else they risk being disappointed or worse. 

On the street this must often be done quickly and subtly, with very little information 

about each other.  

The aim of sex workers and their customers is to find genuine partners to 

consummate their transactions. In the absence of previous knowledge about each other, 

each must rely on the signal received from the other. According to Sanders, “sex workers 

judge the genuineness of a client on the types of signals he sends and on the extent to 

which those signals are costly or cheap” (Sex Work 56).  

The sex worker knows that only a genuine customer can afford to display 

certain signals and therefore she will take only specific behavior as a 

signal of genuineness. One example is that honest clients can afford to 

offer information that makes them vulnerable (e.g. company email 

address, home address, credit card number, full name) because they have 

no intention of foul play. . . . For the male client who genuinely seeks a 

non-threatening commercial transaction, displaying costly information 

allows him to verify that he is a good type. (56) 
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“To distinguish themselves from bad types, good types engage in actions that are 

called ‘signals.’ Signals reveal type if only the good types, and not the bad types, can 

afford to send them, and everyone knows this” (Posner, Law and Social Norms 19). Good 

types can distinguish themselves in two ways. First, he may distinguish himself by 

developing a reputation as a cooperator who rarely or never cheats. However, this 

strategy only works when there is a mechanism for the free flow of information, regular 

participants, or good public records, and does not apply to new participants. Instead, he 

may send costly signals, but the signals must be related to the message that they convey 

in order for them to be credible. 

Signaling Theory and the Handicap Principle 

Handicap theory claims that for “signals to be effective they must be reliable, and 

to be reliable they must impose a cost, or handicap, on the signaler” (Zahavi xiv). 

Consider the peacock. While the male’s elaborate tail feathers are effective in attracting a 

female mate, they also handicap a male against predators who can easily spot and capture 

him because of the feathers. “By managing to find food and avoid predators despite such 

a burden, a peacock proves that he is the high quality mate that the peahen is seeking to 

father her future chicks” (xiv).  However, an important consideration of the handicap 

principle is that the signal must be closely aligned to its message to be effective. The 

large and heavy plumage carried most of the year by the peacock is evidence of its 

strength and endurance. In this way, the investment an animal makes in signaling its 

adversary is comparable to the handicap imposed on the stronger or more able contestant.  

“A signal is inherently reliable to the extent that it is more costly for mimics to 

emit than it is for those who actively possess the quality” (Kollock 9). The most reliable 
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signs are those that cost more to imitate than they cost to acquire the genuine trait. 

Conspicuous consumption can be a reliable indicator for wealth because those who are 

poor cannot afford to produce such wastefully extravagant signals. But conspicuous 

consumption is not necessarily an indicator of good hygiene.  

Signals that follow the handicap principle are called assessment signals. 

They are costly and the cost is directly related to the trait being advertised. 

Big horns on a stag are an assessment signal for strength, for the animal 

must be quite strong and healthy to support these massive growths. The 

horns are a signal: potential rivals or mates need not directly test the stag’s 

strength; they can simply look at the size of the horns. . . .  

Signals that do not follow the handicap principle are called 

conventional signals. Here the signal is correlated with a trait by custom or 

convention: the sender need not possess the trait in order to make the 

signal. Wearing a T-shirt that says “Gold’s Gym Powerlifter” or signing 

“Mr. Deadlift” in your letter to a weightlifting newsgroup is a signal of 

strength, but not a reliable one. Anyone can wear the shirt or type the 

signature: no feats of strength are involved in the signal’s production. 

Conventional signals are open to deception. (Donath 32) 

To determine the reliability of a signal, one must decide if the signal is ‘inherently’ or 

‘conventionally’ tied to a trait. Signals that are inherently reliable are called assessment 

signals, in contrast to conventional signals which have no necessary connection to the 

trait they advertise (Kollock 9). 



 

 

206 

The decision to trust another individual is based on a perception of that person 

(Offe 49). Sex workers rely upon both observable and non-observable traits. “For 

example, the sex worker cannot directly observe ‘wealth’ but must rely on signs that 

make this quality known. A man who is well dressed in a suit or designer clothing, 

wearing gold jewelry, and driving an expensive car” may be sufficient to convince a 

provider that he is wealthy enough to afford her services (Sanders, Sex Work 54). 

However, trust is a tricky game because some individuals purposely display traits that 

contradict their real intentions in an effort to fool their victims into trusting them. 

‘Mimics’ are bad types who intentionally display observable traits typical of good types. 

“A mimic is a customer who appears to be trustworthy but in fact has dangerous 

intentions” (54). Sex workers know that “bad types” (those who have bad intentions) 

often appear as “good types.” “The sex worker who is aware that there are good types 

and bad types, sets out to select only genuine clients by assessing their behavior” (54). 

Consequently, sex workers must screen clients during their selection process to separate 

good types who will cooperate and complete the transaction as agreed from those who 

will not. Consider the case of a potential client who does not have the financial resources 

to pay, but arranges to display the signs of a wealthy man by wearing a suit and 

counterfeit gold jewelry, and driving an expensive, borrowed or stolen car. The provider 

must be able to determine whether the signs are genuine or risk an unsuccessful 

encounter. 

When available, many screeners do not assess the genuineness of a stranger on the 

basis of his or her appearance or mannerisms alone, but probe for other information that 

is more costly to fake. Sex workers consider demeanor, age, occupation, social class, and 
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ethnicity in deciding whether to accept an encounter with a client, but by far the most 

reliable measure of character is a previous encounter. Partners who know each other are 

far more likely to trust each other. Sanders writes that “the strongest signal of 

genuineness was if a client was known as a ‘regular’” (63). Regulars are those who have 

successfully completed several transactions with the individual. Consequently, many 

agencies and individual providers encourage repeat encounters by offering additional 

services, time, or monetary discounts to regular clients. Being a regular is a costly, if not 

impossible, sign to fake, but an easy signal for a repeat client to send. Impersonating a 

regular client is virtually impossible because of the physical and financial investment, yet 

it is an easy sign to display for a trustworthy client (64). Although a regular client is not 

always a genuine client, it greatly increases the odds. 

Members at the board display a number of assessment signals. Upon registration, 

each member is assigned a member number and join date. In addition, the number of 

posts that each member makes to the board is recorded. This information is collected by 

the BBS system and made public for members to see. From this information, one can 

quickly determine how long someone else has been a member. These assessment signals 

are difficult to fake but are not costly.  

Members also reveal information about themselves and their personalities when 

they contribute to the board by making public comments in one of the discussion forums. 

While there is no mechanism to determine the truth of what new members post about 

themselves, they often reveal the most important aspects about themselves, not by what 

they say, but how they say it. Although personal claims and statements contained in posts 
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are neither difficult to fake or costly, they are useful for helping participants decide 

whether they want to cooperate with each other. 

Many participants feel much safer seeing someone with whom they have already 

had a previous encounter, but first-time encounters are frequent at the board. Searching 

for previous posts and reviews provides important clues about the trustworthiness of a 

member. A member’s profile may also reveal other members who might know them, 

because within each member’s profile are lists of other members who have agreed to be 

virtual friends with them. These “friends” may not actually know them in person, but 

they can be contacted to determine what they do know about the person in question.  

Signaling theory helps explain how individuals establish and communicate 

reputations about each other in order to decide whether to cooperate. It is also instructive 

in comprehending the mechanics of social norms that lead to stigmatization. 

Shaming Penalties and Stigma 

The theory of games and non-legal cooperation may be used for understanding 

social stigma, the unintended consequences of social norms and laws, why prostitutes 

stigmatize each other, why legal measures alone are often unsuccessful in changing social 

norms, why individuals violate social norms, and how social norms can be changed. 

Social norms may evolve spontaneously from rational behavior of many 

individuals acting in their own self interest. Once a norm is established, deviation from it 

will result in sanctions, often in the form of a stigma. There may once have been a 

rational basis for scorning promiscuous women, especially in a traditional clan-based 

patriarchal society, and before scientific paternity tests existed. Being suspicious of a 

woman known to be sexually promiscuous is rational for men who want be confident of 
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which children are theirs. One can also imagine that a woman might feel threatened by a 

promiscuous female because she could cause her man to divert some of his resources and 

attention away from her and her children. 

There are two ways in which signaling results in social norms: people engage in 

costly actions such as gift giving, conspicuous consumption, and shunning bad types in 

order to signal that they are good types; or people engage in cheap actions of conformity, 

such as wearing suit and not short pants, when appropriate. Cheap signals are typically 

acts of conformity designed for one to appear as a good type, rather than a bad type (25). 

Cheap actions are effective in signaling that one is not a bad type, but less effective in 

signaling that one is a good type for reasons discussed above.  

A stigma is a sign to others that one is a “bad type.” Stigmatized individuals are 

believed to be untrustworthy partners. Stigmatized individuals are avoided by those who 

fear that cooperating with them will send a signal that they are also a “bad type” and 

should avoided. Since individuals want to send signals to show that they are a “good 

type,” they will be reluctant to cooperate with a stigmatized individual, even if they do 

not agree that the stigmatized individual is not a good cooperator. Stigma is a shaming 

penalty. However, choosing not to cooperate with an individual is different than shaming 

someone. Shaming is an entrepreneurial activity. “Shaming occurs when people draw 

attention to the undesirable traits or behaviors of another person [or group], with the 

result that the target is seen as a less desirable cooperative partner” (89). If many people 

are motivated by this reasoning, the result will be extreme humiliation and disadvantage 

to the targets of the shaming. Mob mentality may even lead to violence. “The mob is a 

collective disaster produced by individually rational behavior, much like a bank run. . . . 
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As more people signal their type by shaming the victim, the incentives to join in will 

increase, because of the fear observers will assume that the dwindling few who do not 

join are the worst people of all. . . . Thus, as long as everyone else is attacking an 

innocent person, it is better to join in than to risk being thought sympathetic to the mob’s 

enemies” (90-93). So, a third person may avoid dealing with a deviant either because they 

would rather deal with someone with an unspoiled reputation, or because the person fears 

that if he does not sanction the deviant, he will be sanctioned by others. “That is, the third 

person seeks to signal that he belongs to the good type by participating in the 

sanctioning” (90).  

The threat of shaming is an effective enforcement mechanism to deter unwanted 

behavior. The state can exploit this concern by damaging a person’s reputation rather 

than punishing them in a traditional way, such as paying a fine or spending time in 

prison. The objective of posting the names of men who are arrested for patronizing 

prostitutes is not primarily to inform the public what behavior is unacceptable, or how it 

will be punished, but “to cause the public to avoid and ostracize the offender” (Posner, 

Law and Social Norms 88).  Shaming facilitated by the government is essentially a non-

legal sanction administered by civilians. Although the state may be involved in 

identifying and exposing individuals who have traits worthy of shame, it is non-official 

civilians who are actually responsible for administering the punishment when they avoid 

the offender (94). The deterrent effect “comes from the expectation that because one has 

developed a reputation as a bad and unreliable person, one will lose future opportunities 

which have significant value” (Posner, Law and Social Norms 89). The effectiveness of 

this deterrent relies on value that individuals place on their reputations. 
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The advantage of shaming penalties is that they are cheap and have a powerful 

deterrent effect because they exploit individuals’ private networks of communication, 

their ability to monitor each other, and their desire to avoid bad types. “These advantages 

are powerful enough that informal systems of social control always coexist with formal 

criminal justice systems, because criminal justice systems do not deter criminal behavior 

that is difficult to detect or punish” (91). However, sometimes shaming penalties can 

backfire because they are unpredictable, and they can contribute to deviant sub-

communities (106).   

Legalization is often accompanied by highly proscribed legal regulations designed 

to isolate and subjugate prostitution away from the view of the public. While privacy and 

seclusion may be appropriate, laws and zoning restrictions that limit practices to venues 

in the seedy side of town, already frequented by “bad” types, reinforce the stigma of 

prostitution. For example, although the intent of the moral puritans who lobbied for the 

prohibition of prostitution may have been to rescue unfortunate women from a life of 

exploitation by making it more difficult and risky for men to profit from prostitution, the 

criminalizing of prostitutes reinforces the existing social stigma against them by turning 

them into criminals, officially bad types. Once arrested and branded with a criminal 

record, they become less desirable to employers looking for “good” types. Consequently, 

many have few alternatives but to associate with other criminals who can profit from 

their unfortunate reputations, and the women become more deeply associated with a life 

of dishonesty and violence, which acts to justify the initial social stigma of prostitutes in 

general. One can argue that the formation of the close-knit community at the board is a 

function of the deviance created by the laws that prohibit prostitution, because in order to 



 

 

212 

consummate a liaison, one must convince their potential partner that they have previously 

engaged in the illegal activity. 

Social norms describe behavioral regularities that develop when people use 

signals to show that they are good types (Posner, Law and Social Norms 34). However, a 

social norm differs from behavioral regularity because it is not necessarily the result of a 

rational value-maximizing calculation. Social norms describe behavioral regularities that 

develop when people use signals to show that they are good types. But social norms do 

not cause behavior; they are the labels that we attach to behavior that results due to other 

factors (34). For example, the behavior demonstrated by a hobbyist who brings flowers 

for his “date” is not a behavior that one could calculate without knowing that the social 

meaning of giving flowers to a woman is an arbitrary signal that the hobbyist is a 

gentleman, or “good type.” However, taking a shower before meeting her is a value 

maximizing strategy because most people find individuals with bad hygiene physically 

unpleasant; consequently, she will likely want to spend less time with him, and the result 

will be less satisfaction for the hobbyist. Consequently, social norms may not necessarily 

contribute to social welfare.  

However, changing laws alone is unlikely to change social norms that people 

believe are justified, or effective for signaling their type. For example, even those people 

who do not believe that prostitutes are bad types may avoid them so that they are not 

mistaken for a bad type themselves. Why do some prostitutes stigmatize each other? 

Because they are signaling that they are good types by shunning the dominant society’s 

conception of bad types. 
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 [L]egal rules are best understood as efforts to harness the independent 

regulatory power of social norms. These efforts sometimes have success 

and sometimes fail; what is important to understand is that social norms 

are unlikely to change as a result of simple, discrete, low cost 

interventions by the government, although proposals along these lines are 

sometimes found in the literature, and that attempts to intervene are risky, 

because social norms are complex, poorly understood, and sensitive to 

factors that are difficult to control. Although, social norms are constantly 

changing as a result of decentralized, undirected interactions, the only way 

for individuals to self-consciously move them in the direction that they 

seek is to violate them. Not just violate them, but to violate them in a 

public and decisive way. Many people engage in this highly risky norm 

entrepreneurship, but government officials, who do not stand outside the 

social world, are in a particularly vulnerable position. They are far more 

likely to conform to social norms than to violate them, so government will 

rarely manage radical change of social norms. (8) 

Decriminalization may reduce the shaming penalty for individuals who engage in 

prostitution, but does not eliminate the stigma if shaming those to engage in prostitution 

remains an effective signal of trustworthiness to others. If stigmatizing prostitution is 

effective in signaling that one is a good type, then government decriminalization alone 

will not change public signaling behavior or do much to ameliorate the social stigma 

against prostitutes. For example, legalizing brothels creates a less risky venue for those 

who use them because the government will not be engaged in identifying and publicizing 
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the participants; however, unless family and friends accept the behavior, the value of 

shaming and stigma will persist. In many respects, it is difficult for the state to change 

behaviors and attitudes that are not already considered legitimate by the populace. The 

law is often simply a codification of a non-legal enforcement mechanism for an already 

established social norm. 

According to Eric Posner, the only way to change a social norm is to violate it in a 

public and decisive way (8). Norm entrepreneurs exist in every domain of exchange, 

including politics, education, and social etiquette. The recent campaign for “political 

correctness” has been effective for feminists, people of color, and supporters of gay rights 

by substituting words such as “mail carrier” for “mailman,” “African-American,” for 

“black” and “gay” or “lesbian” for “homosexual” in an effort to change the negative 

connotations that the previously popular terms conveyed (31-32). Norm entrepreneurs are 

rewarded by financial, political, or social returns when the symbols they promote become 

associated with shifts in mass behavior. Sellers of consumer goods who promote the 

desirability of a particular lifestyle associated with the purchase of their good act as norm 

entrepreneurs when the product becomes a symbol for the desirable lifestyle.  

Those who are most effective in changing social norms are good types who do not 

do it for personal gain.  

The difference between an ordinary prisoner and a political prisoner is that 

the latter gives up his freedom in order to aid a subcommunity that has 

hostile relations with the government. . . . The most credible political 

prisoners are those whose crimes do not benefit themselves; they violate 

laws against association in an effort to form political parties, or they rob 
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banks but lead Spartan lives and use the proceeds of bank robberies to 

support a revolutionary organization. They engage in disruptive behavior 

that has no evident benefit for themselves, like occupying streets and 

businesses without stealing property or engaging in violence. Risking 

one’s freedom is a credible signal that one is loyal to the community only 

when it is not seen as a risk rationally taken for the sake of private gains. 

(Posner, Law and Social Norms 99) 

When a social norm is violated, we seek to find out why. There are four main 

reasons for this. First, the violator may care more about the intrinsic benefit of the action 

(immediate payoff) than the reputational consequences (future payoff) because he is 

either a bad type, or because the benefit of violating the norm is extremely valuable to 

him. Some who violate social norms do so because others cannot afford to ostracize 

them. This is most common with celebrities and others of great wealth or status who can 

treat those close to them poorly because they know that even those who do not trust them 

will still find value in associating with them. Others violate social norms by accident, 

either because they belong to another group where different norms prevail, or because the 

norm in question recently changed without their knowledge. Finally, some violate norms 

because they want to demonstrate a greater allegiance to another group. 

Participants at the board violate social norms, not because they are bad types, but 

because they care more for the benefits of commercial sex than they do about their 

reputations. In the case of hobbyists, they have a taste for the intrinsic variety, 

availability, and non-commitment of commercial sex, as well as for young providers who 

have a taste for expensive clothes, flexible schedules, and the company of grateful men. 
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In other words, “they care more about the intrinsic benefits than the reputational 

consequences” (27).   

Those who conceive of the prostitute as an agent of change understand her 

violation of social norms as fundamental in changing attitudes about prostitution. The 

motivations of most of the men and women who participate at the board are not those of 

the norm-entrepreneurs, nor are the participants bad types, or viewed as bad types by 

each other. However, openly violating a deeply embedded norm through the honest and 

orderly way that they make exchanges, is a signal that threatens the legitimacy of the 

stigma against prostitutes. Those at the board challenge the social norm that forbids 

sexual exchange for money by violating it in a public and decisive way, one in which the 

participants genuinely trust and respect each other. 

Summary 

The social order found at Indygirls.com that fosters trust and respect between 

participants can be best understood as a cooperation game where participants publicly 

signal each other in an attempt to find the most suitable partners. A reputation system that 

fosters trust between potential partners by encouraging individuals to make public the 

past performance and behavior of previous partners is at the center of the cooperation 

system. Participants voluntarily contribute information about themselves and others, in 

part, because they are rewarded with better reputations and higher status. By violating 

this norm in an open, honest, orderly and respectful way, the participants of the board 

threaten the legitimacy of the social norm that sanctions those who engage or encourage 

the explicit exchange of sexual favors for money. 
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The cooperative game model not only offers an explanation for the order, respect, 

and mutual understanding that appears to be present at Indygirls.com, but it confirms that 

these qualities are perceived as genuine because the transactions are contingent on the 

existence of these qualities. In other words, participants will avoid rendezvous with each 

other unless they are convinced that mutual trust and respect exists between them. 
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VII. CONCLUSION 
 

This is an ethnographic study of a self-regulated Internet site that facilitates illegal 

female prostitution in South Florida. The purpose was to identify the social and economic 

characteristics of the site that can contribute to acceptable prostitution reform. The 

members of the site appear to sustain an orderly and mutually respectful exchange of 

sexual services for money, suggesting that certain social and economic features of this 

form of transaction diminish barriers otherwise present in typical forms of contemporary 

prostitution exchange where trust and respect are often minimal and behavior is 

conditioned by fear of physical violence and extreme financial desperation. As previously 

discussed, these sites include street prostitution; online sites that facilitate prostitution, 

such as Craigslist.com; or the back page of many metropolitan newspapers where 

prostitutes often advertise. The study evaluates the thesis that when commercial sex is 

conducted in an open atmosphere of respect, trust and mutual understanding, within 

certain economic parameters, the beliefs and practices that stigmatize prostitutes and 

prostitution are neutralized. Evidence was generated through extensive observation of an 

online venue that approximates what prostitution would be like if open market exchange 

in sexual labor did exist. These data are supplemented by interviews with participants of 

the online community. Features of mutual respect, trust, and understanding, 

characteristically absent in traditional prostitution venues, appear to be part of an 

emerging community phenomenon that facilitates prostitution online. Thus, this study 
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engages with the larger scholarly position that normalization of sex work is necessary for 

successful prostitution reform. 

This community utilizes a non-legal enforcement mechanism to facilitate 

cooperative exchanges based on establishing trust between participants. At the center of 

the cooperation system is a reputation mechanism that fosters trust between potential 

partners by encouraging participants to post honest reviews of their encounters with each 

other. Understanding the social order as a cooperation game where participants publicly 

signal each other in an attempt to find the most desirable partners explains the mutual 

trust and respect that participants have for each other, and confirms that these qualities 

are genuine, because members who cannot credibly establish themselves as trustworthy 

and respectful will not be able to consummate a rendezvous. Because stigma and 

disrespect are founded on mistrust, this cooperation mechanism is effective in minimizing 

undesirable attitudes, beliefs, and practices that stigmatize and oppress prostitutes. This 

study suggests that prostitution reform acceptable to many feminists is possible. But in 

order for meaningful reform to work in practice, it must be accompanied by regulations 

carefully designed to protect the sexual autonomy of women without stigmatizing 

prostitutes. 

Results 

This paper began by posing eight research questions guiding the study. The first 

four relate to the theoretical framework from which the study proceeded, and the last four 

relate to the empirical data and analysis of the data collected from the site and its 

participants. 
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How does money transform consensual sex from a natural and pleasurable 

activity to one that demands prohibition? When goods or services are exchanged for 

money the nature of the transaction is transformed by the process of commodification. 

Compared to gift exchanges, where a relationship between the parties is strengthened by 

the exchange, parties to a market exchange have no duty to each other after the exchange 

is complete. When sex is exchanged in the market, the ability of the parties to remain free 

of obligation to each other can be both desirable and problematic, depending on 

objectives of those involved. Commodification is often understood from a polarized 

perspective, but in reality, many goods, services, actions and relationships have both 

commodified and non-commodified characteristics. Based on recent studies of sexual 

relationships ranging from dating to marriage, most can be understood as partially 

commodified. Although money changes the nature of the exchange, the value of the 

result is subjective. 

What are the social, economic and legal justifications for prohibiting prostitution? 

Economists measure the distributional justice of a market transaction using a concept 

called Pareto efficiency. When market transactions fail to produce Pareto optimal results 

a market failure is said to occur. Legal measures can be used to correct for market failure 

by first deciding which parties should prevail, and then protecting those individuals with 

liability, property and inalienation rules. Most justifications for limiting market exchange 

can be understood as arguments claiming either corruption or coercion. Arguments 

claiming corruption based on moral objections often require market prohibition to 

correct; while arguments claiming coercion can often be remedied through market 

regulation. 
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What is it about the open exchange of sex for money that makes it bad or wrong, 

especially for women? Female promiscuity has historically been problematic for 

patriarchy, and ideologically, it runs counter to the romantic and religious ideal of 

marriage; but promiscuity is no longer a basis for legal action against women, nor an 

objection of many feminists. The problem with prostitution with which most feminists 

would agree, is that prostitution, as it is often practiced, is exploitative to women. In a 

society where men have more power than women in almost every sphere of exchange, the 

use of socially marginalized and financially desperate women by men for sex extends 

their sphere of domination to the sexual sphere as well. The stigma against women who 

are forced to live promiscuously is central to the ideology of patriarchy that maintains it. 

Not only is it often exploitative to individual women, but it is oppressive to woman as a 

class by stigmatizing sexual labor of women in general and contributing to gender 

inequality. 

What would constitute acceptable prostitution reform for those who believe that 

reform is possible? Many prostitutes and prostitute advocates believe that acceptable 

prostitution reform can be realized by altering the laws that regulate it, the practices and 

conditions under which it occurs, and the attitudes about it, if tackled together. These 

liberal feminists claim that normalizing prostitution--by treating it like other types of 

personal-service-oriented labor--is the best strategy for reform. Liberal feminists do not 

disagree with radical feminists about the ills of prostitution, the harm done to some 

individual prostitutes, and the inequality that surrounds it; however, they oppose efforts 

aimed at prohibiting prostitution for several reasons. First, some women, and often those 

with the fewest alternatives, benefit financially from prostitution. Efforts to “save” them 
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from exploitation may result in making them even worse off. This is the double bind. 

Second, prostitution may not be a single institution. There is a hierarchy in the 

prostitution business. Although we are often made aware of the desperate situations of 

women working at the bottom, women at the middle and top of the hierarchy work under 

considerably different circumstances. Many women at the top of the hierarchy choose 

prostitution over other employment options. Sexual commerce may take a variety of 

forms-- some are bad, some are not so bad. Third, what makes prostitution unreformable 

compared to other heterosexual relationships where sex is often the result of a bargained 

negotiation, such as marriage or dating, which are, presumably, reformable? In other 

words, what makes sexual commerce, in general, a bad institution (Anderson 367-368)? 

If casual sex is not always bad for women, why should it be suspect when renumeration 

for the women is explicitly material rather than sexual. And what difference does “a lack 

of mutual sexual attraction make to the ethical qualities of the sexual relationships, if 

indeed one of the parties seeks and obtains compensation from their sexual activity” if the 

conditions are uncoerced (Anderson 369)? Recently, scholars have begun to understand 

all heterosexual relations as bargaining processes whereby men negotiate with women for 

sexual access, and women negotiate with men for more social and economic power. 

Hirshman and Larson see intimate gender relations, like other forms of human 

cooperation, as an activity that benefits both parties. However, they start from the 

premise that “heterosexual bargaining takes place between naturally and socially unequal 

players,” where the result is predictable (267).  

In our own times, males not only are larger, stronger, and immune from 

pregnancy and childbirth (the physical bargaining advantages), they are 
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richer (owning more assets and earning more income), more powerful 

(dominating the spheres in which social power is wielded), and the 

beneficiaries of millennia of assumptions that they belong on top. Under 

these conditions and absent extraordinary strategies, in any unstructured 

sexual bargaining process females will come out on the bottom. They will 

exchange sexual access under terms of emotional, physical, and financial 

disadvantage, bear the greater burden of the reproductive consequences of 

heterosexual intercourse, and spend more of their capacities and 

opportunities to obtain a lesser sexual deal. (262) 

However, through laws, technology, ideology, and collective action a weaker 

player can reduce her disadvantage. Hirshman and Larson contend, as well as many other 

feminists, that through activism on issues such as rape, seduction, prostitution, 

pornography, and marriage, women have been successful in bettering their bargaining 

position with men. “Nineteenth-century feminists were the first in history to begin 

collectively to challenge the notions of sexual obligation that justified rape, involuntary 

childbearing, and joyless sex as conditions of marriage” (259). And by broadening the 

definition of sexual coercion, women have been able to reform rape laws to reflect their 

interests in such crimes, instead of the interests of fathers and husbands. For example, 

statutory rape laws not only protect children from predators, but increase the sexual 

bargaining power of women because children are no longer available as legitimate sexual 

substitutes. Consequently, “[m]en must then negotiate with women for heterosexual 

access, usually at a higher price than the weaker child could demand” (259-260). This 

forces men “to go some distance toward satisfying her ends if he wants her agreement to 



 

 

224 

cooperate” (270). “Laws against prostitution attempt to close off avenues of sexual access 

outside the complex social bargains of marriage or other consensual sex” (260). Most of 

these laws and reforms that address women’s sexual issues effectively strengthen sexual 

autonomy. However, prostitution presents a paradox. Prostitutes contend that they are 

making the best bargain available. “From a bargaining perspective, prostitution 

strengthens the position of the woman or child selling the sex. The prostitute gains the 

economic advantage from sexual access that she otherwise might be pressured by force or 

need into giving away” (271). 

Feminists who believe that prostitution reform is possible generally understand 

the problem as one of exploitation (coercion), due to the structural disparity in social and 

economic power between men and women. Among these feminists, there is substantial 

support for normalization of sexual labor. They claim that normalization, treating sexual 

labor like other types of labor, is a necessary step toward reducing sex negativity and 

gender bias. These feminists believe that in order to achieve these goals, prostitutes must 

be respected and fairly compensated for their knowledge and experience, comparable to 

other professionals who provide valuable and desirable services. In order to accomplish 

this, there must be free and open communication about them and their profession. And 

they must be allowed to organize and promote their work. These and other parameters 

designed to promote normalization and eliminate coercive conditions of prostitutes are 

outlined in the World Charter for Prostitutes’ Rights established in 1985. 

What are the social and economic mechanisms that appear to make this venue 

unique? The hallmark of this venue is a non-legal enforcement mechanism that functions 

to facilitate cooperative exchanges based on establishing trust and respect between the 
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participants. Since black markets are against the law, the participants cannot rely on the 

state to protect them against fraud and abuse regarding their transactions. However, the 

site maintains a non-legal enforcement mechanism that encourages cooperation by 

allowing participants to establish the trustworthiness of each other while maintaining 

their anonymity. At the center of the cooperation system is a reputation mechanism that 

fosters trust between potential partners by encouraging participants to post honest 

reviews of their encounters with each other. Cooperation is encouraged when people 

realize that those who cheat others suffer injury to their reputations. A person who 

develops a bad reputation will find it difficult to gain the cooperation of others in the 

future. Because cooperation is valued by the participants, one who cares about the future 

will not behave badly in the present.  

The presence of a reputation system is the social and economic characteristic of 

this site that makes it unique compared to traditional prostitution venues. The reputation 

system is a non-legal enforcement mechanism that encourages trust and mutual respect 

resulting in cooperative behavior of the participants. The absence of this reputation 

system in other prostitution venues partly contributes, I assert, to their well-documented  

high levels of mistrust and disrespect – even violence.  

Are the transactions as orderly and mutually respectful as they appear? Are the 

beliefs and practices that stigmatize prostitutes absent at the site? Modeling the 

interactions between participants at Indygirls.com as a multiplayer cooperation game 

where participants publicly signal each other in an attempt to find the most suitable 

partners explains the level of trust and respect generated between participants and 

accurately describes the attitudes and behaviors of the participants. The system 
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encourages exchange of honest information about the services and those providing them, 

while minimizing coercion and the stigma usually associated with prostitution. As a 

cooperation game, this model explains the function that reputation plays in establishing 

trust between participants. In contrast to other regimes which discourage repeat 

encounters and mutual trust, Indygirls.com maintains a reliable record of the past 

behavior of its participants, which creates a credible mechanism for enforcing good 

behavior. This mechanism serves to maximize satisfaction of the participant by matching 

expectations of potential partners before an encounter. 

A necessary condition for the public signaling that occurs at the board is a free 

flow of information allowing participants to negotiate independently with each other, an 

aspect conspicuously absent in most legal regimes that exist in a social environment 

where prostitutes are highly stigmatized, as well as in most black markets where 

information must be suppressed in order to avoid law enforcement. These social and 

economic characteristics drastically change the dynamics of the transaction compared to 

traditional black market exchanges. Because stigma and disrespect are founded on 

mistrust, this cooperation mechanism is effective in minimizing undesirable attitudes, 

beliefs, and practices that stigmatize and oppress prostitutes. 

Do the exchanges facilitated at Indygirls.com constitute reform acceptable to 

feminists who believe that prostitution reform is possible? By liberal feminist standards, 

the conditions under which prostitution takes place at Indygirls.com would constitute 

acceptable prostitution reform for most. Here, providers are able to select the most 

compatible partners, in the absence of stigmatization. Compared to traditional black 

markets, providers at Indygirls.com experience significantly less physical abuse, 
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coercion, and financial exploitation, and have more freedom to work how they like and 

choose who they see because laws that prohibit solicitation force participants to engage in 

very crude signaling methods, disabling the non-legal enforcement mechanism that 

fosters trust and cooperation. Compared to strongly-regulated legal regimes such as 

brothels, the environment is less stigmatizing, and providers have far more personal 

autonomy to choose who they want to see, how, and what services they care to provide.  

The women observed in this study appear to gain financial and social benefits 

from their association with the board. Individually, providers benefit from these 

transactions, report high levels of satisfaction with their encounters, and enjoy the 

flexibility to work as entrepreneurs. Those interviewed consciously weighed the benefits 

and disadvantages of working as a provider against other occupational alternatives 

available to them and chose to associate themselves with the board, initially for financial 

considerations, and later for social reasons. The participants regard themselves as 

relatively free agents who make conscious decisions, sustained efforts, and make many 

calculated choices in order to be successful.  

This study also provides evidence to support claims that the commodification of 

sex may be more empowering for some women than sexual exchange under traditional 

patriarchal conditions, dispelling fears that either coercion or corruption necessarily 

renders sexual commerce morally objectionable or personally undesirable. No doubt, 

commodification is an integral part of the exchange, but it seems to coexist for some with 

feelings of emotional intimacy that go far beyond a commercial exchange, sometimes 

resulting in romantic love. In fact, many participants look specifically for these aspects of 

friendship and non-anonymity in their pursuit of a partner. This hardly describes the 
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circumstances one would expect to encounter under a legal regime that allows 

prostitution under highly-regulated circumstances such as a brothel, under a more 

weakly-regulated regime which allows prostitution but prohibits solicitation, or even 

under a typical black market regime where providers are dominated by others, such as 

pimps or organized criminals. 

This study provides evidence to support the claim that sexual exchange lies on a 

continuum between a completely commercial exchange (commodity), and one 

completely uncommodified (gift), and often exists somewhere in the middle, with 

components of each present at the same time. Participants are acutely aware of the 

difference between commodified sex (porn star experience or PSE) and emotional 

intimacy (or, at least, the ideal of emotional intimacy) as signified by the GFE (Girl 

Friend Experience), and have preferences for each. Despite the commodified aspects of 

their encounters, there is an aspect of transparency and honesty about them which further 

facilitates mutual trust and respect. Based on the common stereotype of prostitution, it is 

remarkable the ease with which it is for possible for participants who meet in the context 

of a commercial relationship to establish emotional bonds, and even fall in love. This 

evidence suggests, consistent with other studies, that prostitutes and their clients may 

compartmentalize their experiences, resulting in a partially or incompletely commodified 

experience. Those who are successful are able to set boundaries and limitations in order 

to compartmentalize the sexual activities into work or personal experiences. Techniques 

including distancing, disengagement, disassociation, and disembodiment, identified in 

other studies as evidence of sexual exploitation (Barry 29), can also be understood as 
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coping techniques for managing personal boundaries and social stigma in order to 

become successful sexual service entrepreneurs. 

Limitations and Implications 

Can the findings be applied to traditional prostitution venues, such as street 

prostitution and personal ads, where trust and respect are typically minimal in order to 

advance prostitution reform policy? Policies and mechanisms that encourage trust and 

respect can be encouraged at any venue . Normalization through decriminalizing would 

promote both of these aims. However, Indygirls.com operates illegally, and it is not 

known how legalization would affect the use and effectiveness of the reputation system. 

In addition, there is evidence that non-legal enforcement mechanisms are less effective 

with large groups. The larger the group, the less efficient non-legal enforcement 

mechanisms are at policing good behavior and discouraging freeloaders, resulting in the 

necessity to back up the social norms established by a legal enforcement mechanism  

(Posner, Law and Social Norms 149). 

Another limitation of this study is that it has only addressed the potential effect of 

free market exchanges on those who participate in prostitution. On an individual level, 

prostitution reform based on a normalization strategy appears to be possible; however, 

reform occurs on two levels--individual and class. While decriminalization under 

conditions of trust seems to benefit prostitutes, how is decriminalization likely to affect 

women who are not prostitutes?  

Scott Anderson reveals the most realistic problem with liberal reform advocating 

normalization. The goal of normalization is to treat sexual commerce the same as 

commerce in other commodities. Under this regime, sexual services are governed by the 
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same legal codes, rights, obligations, and contractual agreements as other commodified 

goods and personal services. “Absolute decriminalization confers three benefits on 

prostitutes: it allows them the freedom to work indoors and arrange their business as they 

wish; it reduces the potential for abuse by customers, police, and pimps; and it gives them 

a greater sense of dignity and self-worth” (Trebilcock 42). Although he concedes that 

normalization offers considerable advantage to prostitutes over prohibition, he contends 

that normalization would compromise the sexual autonomy of women as a class. While 

prostitution reform involving normalization has many benefits for women who are 

prostitutes, he claims it could seriously undermine sexual autonomy for women who are 

not, especially those who are already marginalized.  

In Anderson’s view, prohibition protects the sexual autonomy of women by 

making sexual exchange beyond the bounds of the market, a sphere of exchange where 

women are at a considerable disadvantage compared to men. He asserts that the barriers 

provided by regulations between sexual autonomy and commerce protect the sexual 

autonomy of the poorest, least powerful members of society by making it immune to 

contract law, and functioning to preserve sexual autonomy for all women. According to 

him, “the prohibition of prostitution is of a piece with a wide range of social regulations 

that serve to protect sexual autonomy” (750).  Because “communal transactions are 

governed by a variety of legal and social norms, one of the principle governing norms is 

that of contract: one can be bound to honor one’s commitments or forced to compensate 

the other party when one fails to do so” (760). If monetary compensation were to become 

an acceptable medium for remunerating sexual activity, then money could also be used as 

an incentive to coerce individuals to engage in unwanted sexual exchange as a condition 
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of employment, welfare compensation, contract enforcement, or payment of penalties. In 

other words, normalizing prostitution would compromise the sexual autonomy of those 

who do not want to work as prostitutes and are currently protected against coercion into 

prostitution by the existing prohibition. He claims that this “weakness of normalization 

reform strategy . . . undercuts one of the main motivations for normalizing prostitution” 

(751).  

For example, suppose a woman provides the agreed upon sexual services, but her 

client refuses to pay. Should she be entitled to sue for her fee?  Or suppose the situation is 

reversed, and payment was made in advance, but the provider refused to provide the 

agreed sexual services. Should the provider be forced to provide the agreed-upon services 

(Trebilcock 42)? In other words, should contracts for sexual services, including tacit or 

implicit agreements, be upheld by the courts (Anderson 760, 764)? So, if a man treats a 

woman to an expensive date, does he have any legal recourse to demand sexual 

remuneration for his financial costs?  

Strict normalization of sex would also create corporate incentives to coerce 

individuals to have sex. Imagine an employment situation where “instead of taking their 

prospective clients to strip clubs (as is standard practice in some industries), companies 

could utilize their sales people to proffer sexual services themselves” (764). Or, consider 

the situation where welfare and unemployment benefits are only payable to those who 

cannot find a job. If prostitution is deemed an appropriate occupation for some, would 

refusing to be a prostitute constitute the denial of benefits (764)? This demonstrates how 

normalization could diminish the sexual autonomy of those with the least power and 

financial resources (766, 777). According to Anderson, “if sexual autonomy means 
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anything, it means that sex does not become a necessary means for a person to avoid 

violence, brute force, or severe economic or other hardships” (763). Prohibition in this 

regard reinforces the sexual autonomy of many individuals who might otherwise be 

coerced to compromise their sexual selves via claims and intrusion by others forced upon 

them. 

Although it is valid to claim that the prohibition of commercial sex reduces the 

sexual autonomy of those who would choose those alternatives proscribed, the same 

restrictions provide a freedom to others in the form of increased sexual autonomy by 

preventing sexual compromise to come into play with other forces of life. Although 

abolishing prohibition of sexual commerce would greatly increase the material gain that 

could be obtained from sexual activity, it would also legitimize others to “demand, 

solicit, encourage, expect, and supervise our sexual activity by offering and withholding 

the ordinary goods within their control” (764). 

One of the goals of feminism is to gain more autonomy for women. Both sides of 

the debate are interested in increasing sexual autonomy for women, but each has 

approached sexual autonomy from a different angle. Liberal feminists contend that 

prohibiting sexual exchange for money is a violation of prostitute’s rights and is a burden 

on the sexual autonomy of women. Allowing prostitution would increase the sexual 

autonomy of women by allowing them more options and control over their sexual power. 

Radical feminists see the vindication of prostitution as threatening to the sexual 

autonomy of women by potentially making unwanted sexual exchange a possibility for 

women in desperate situations. 
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However, providers at the board do not face this paradox because agreements to 

have sex are not enforceable, nor is a courteous refusal to provide a service stigmatized. 

Providers are entitled to refuse anyone who they “don’t feel right” about. In addition to 

determining the location, circumstances, and price, each may discriminately provide 

different levels of services based on their own personal preferences or bias, even it that 

preference is based on age, race, sex, or religion. Consequently, providers are never 

forced by anyone to provide sexual services. 

Although she would be sanctioned if she didn’t return any monies taken for 

services, a provider would not be discredited for refusing to perform on occasion because 

of personal preference, regardless of her prejudice. What this means is that while the 

regime at Indygirls may approach a normalized environment in many ways, it is not a 

completely unregulated market. Rules and social norms exist at the board that limit the 

duties of providers by exempting them from breach of contract remedies.  

In fact most commodities are governed by a variety of entitlements, property 

laws, liability rules, and alienation limitations in order to promote social ideals and 

preferences. Consequently, rather than discounting normalization as incompatible with 

our ideals of sexual autonomy, it can be accompanied by regulations to prevent it from 

undermining our existing regime of sexual autonomy. Sexual autonomy is currently an 

entitlement protected by inalienation rules, and not permitted to be exchanged for money, 

even between a willing buyer and seller. Following Indygirls.com, if this condition were 

relaxed so that contracts, agreements or remedies that enforce sexual performance were 

illegal, sexual autonomy need not be threatened by normalization. Exempting prostitution 

from all the norms of universal commodification does not achieve the goal of complete 
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normalization; acceptable prostitution reform would be met when our social norms and 

preferences regarding sexual autonomy change. 

The problem with complete normalization is that it is inconsistent with many of 

our existing norms and laws, and while it would increase sexual autonomy for some, it 

may threaten autonomy for others unless it is accompanied by laws that favor women’s 

interests. Consequently, if a strategy of normalization is pursued, decriminalization 

should be accompanied by regulations that preserve the existing sexual autonomy of 

women to ensure that none are forced to choose between selling sex and financial 

hardship. While the goal of complete normalization may not be realistic at this time 

because of its incompatibility with our current ideal of sexual autonomy, 

decriminalization under social norms and regulations that encourage repeat encounters 

may be an acceptable regime for prostitution reform. However, this study urges that 

regulations be carefully selected from options that encourage trust and respect of those 

women to whom they apply.  

Future research might include a comparison of similar online venues to better 

understand the weaknesses of various reputation systems. Interviewing former 

participants who have left the board could also be useful to verify the findings and better 

understand the limitations of the signaling model in measuring genuine trust and respect. 

In addition, more research is needed to identify the potential effect that decriminalization 

and legalization might have on the effectiveness of non-legal enforcement mechanisms, 

as well as the implications that normalization would have for those who do not participate 

in prostitution. Insight to these questions would be advised before attempting to duplicate 

this environment on a larger scale, and/or integrate it within a legally regulated regime. 
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Appendix 1 
 

BUMPY START FOR A NEW PROVIDER 

A new provider posts her first message advertising herself. Newcomers get 

special attention from hobbyists for a number of reasons: establishing that she is genuine 

(not a cop); variety; the opportunity to be the first to review a new provider; and making 

a new friend. For the hobbyist, collecting and exchanging experiences with different 

women is one of the benefits of the board. A provider’s first review is likely to garner 

more attention than other reviews because she and it (the review) is new – “news.” It will 

also bring attention to the hobbyist, and help to establish his reputation, credibility, and 

standing in the community. Being first to meet with an unknown provider is referred to as 

taking-one-for-the-team (TOFTT). 

In the following exchange, a hobbyist sees a new provider’s solicitation and asks 

if anyone has seen her. He receives two replies from a fellow hobbyist. One states that 

there is an inconsistency in her ad and is suspicious. The other tried to set up a meeting 

but was unsuccessful finding a convenient meeting place with her. Another hobbyist 

discovers her MySpace page and declares that it looks like scam. Another suggests that 

she may have put an ad on the board to see what would happen but may not be prepared 

to follow through. Finally, a comment is that she may be under 18 which causes special 

concern. Up to this point, most of the allegations are rumors.  
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 Finally, the provider sees the exchange and responds. She confirms that the 

administrator confirmed her age and that she is not appreciative of all the rumors about 

her. She explains that it is her preference not to have reviews because of modesty.  

In a subsequent post, she claims that one of the hobbyists contributing to the 

rumors about her has actually been with her and knows that she is not underage. 

 
SUBJECT: Looks almost TGTBT. Anybody out there have a taste? 
 
HOBBYIST-1: “New Girl [NEW-PROVIDER-1], From the New Girls in 
Waiting Section” [link to advertisement below] 

SUBJECT: ***Young, Hot and Waiting***, Slinnder Moist 
Female Waiting For You 
Hey Gentlemen, I’ am an 18 y/o horny female from North [City] 
I’ am looking for a man that I can please in every way, someone 
that is looking for a total GFE or PSE. No trips to Greek!!! I can 
make you feel. 
 
5’1” 105 lbs I have long blond hair, hazel eye’s, slim waist & 
slender thighs. 
 
I’m going to be on here for a little while so I hope I can please you 
soon!!! I’ m going to be working from 6 p.m until 11 p.m for a 
limited time only. 
 
VIP - $150 / NON VIP - $200 ***OUT CALLS ONLY*** 
Hope to hear from you soon (999) 799-6999 

 
HOBBYIST-2: Something is odd here. The wording is clumsy at best, 
doesn’t sound like it was written by a woman. She shrunk 10” in a few 
days was 5’11” @105lbs (very unlikely) to 5’1” @ 105. Maybe just a typo 
but taken with the rest of it . . . I just don’t know. Pics are Extremely hot 
but as you said TGTBT. 
 
HOBBYISTS-3: I tried to set up but she, she was extremely nice on the 
phone but could not give me any place to get a room near where she is. 
Tried to take one for the team but did not work out. 
[. . .] 
HOBBYIST-8: She showed up in the chat room a couple days ago. Me 
and another guy commented on her web link, one thing it said was age 17, 
and she never responded? 
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HOBBYIST-9: Hmmm, says 18 now. Wonder how that happened? 
 
NEW-PROVIDER-1: Well, for every one talking about me, I will give 
you some advice. Come to me 1st. I do not appreciate all these rumors. I 
am 18 and I already cleared it up with the big man [board administrator] 
so don’t worry about that. I do not have any reviews by choice. I feel like 
what I do behind close doors needs to stay there and it is not TGTBT. 
Trust me, come and find out for your self. I’m new to this area. That’s 
why I do not know anything around here and my on my MYSPACE there 
are not ads. That is just a web site to met friends. Now that I got this 
cleared up I will be out. Thank you. Bye bye. 
 
HOBBYIST-10: Hey! She even has pictures of her pimp on her MySpace 
page. I suppose that assists in her advertising? 
 
NEW-PROVIDER-1: P.S. That guy HOBBYIST-9, I already saw him and 
he knows I’m not 17 so for him to say that about me really hurts because 
he calls my phone everyday and talks to me like I’m his friend, but now I 
know the truth. 

 
The new provider’s claim that a hobbyist is intentionally spreading bad rumors is seen 

and taken seriously with a respected hobbyist. He demands that the hobbyist in question 

respond to the provider’s claim or risk “board suicide.” On the other hand, if found that 

the provider is not telling the truth about her, it is suggested that she will be gone before 

she has a chance to establish a reputation. 

HOBBYIST-10 also expresses concern about a picture she posted that some 

believe to be her pimp, who are not favored by most hobbyists. 

 
HOBBYIST-10: HOBBYIST-9, any comments? [NEW-PROVIDER-1], 
you may have either done yourself a favor or committed board suicide 
with that comment. If [HOBBYIST-9] confirms you are a good date, it 
will help you. If he says he’s never met you, your credibility here will 
complete [and a] journey straight to hell. 
 
NEW-PROVIDER-1: That is not my damn pimp, that’s my x. Get it right. 
[Don’t] you guys have nothing better else to do? Get a life! angry.gif   
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HOBBYIST-10: Just some advice: if that gangsta is indeed your ex, 
having him posted on your MySpace page for all to see surely isn’t doing 
you any favors. His “attitude” in many of those pictures is that of a pimp, 
and, pimps aren’t welcome here. And, a little more advice, how you 
conduct yourself on the board is also watched by everyone. Act 
professional and you will go far. And like an immature gangsta white trash 
spoiled brat who’s full-of-herself (not that you are doing that, but you get 
the picture. wink.gif ) and you will be making a living at McDonalds--not 
here.  
 
NEW-PROVIDER-1: I understand, but for HOBBYIST-9 to smile in my 
face and then do this--I called him when everything 1st happened and told 
him. He acted like he didn’t even know what was going on. That really 
hurts, and the boy you keep calling gangsta sure as hell isn’t he is my X. I 
just don’t know how to take pictures off. I tried to be nice but I don’t like 
when people talk behind my back. Not you but HOBBYIST-9. 
 
NEW-PROVIDER-1: And I don’t care what he says, I know what 
happened and I have nothing to lie for.  

 
Reputation is also important in exchanges between members in the discussion 

forums. Each hobbyist establishes a persona based on his participation on the board, the 

messages posted in various forums. From these messages, who they joke and correspond 

with, one can determine who they know, who they are friendly with, their political 

leanings, their attitudes toward other hobbyists and providers, and other characteristics 

about themselves and their online persona. 

The thread continued with one hobbyist challenging another to clear his name. 

While waiting for Hobbyist-9 to reply, other hobbyists comment about the exchange. One 

hobbyist comments that the privilege of posting reviews is completely up to the hobbyist; 

negative reviews are rare because there is usually another hobbyist who will stick up for 

the provider and discredit the negative reviewer. In addition, reviews are an important 

asset to a provider. Although many providers initially dislike the idea of reviews, once 

one gets a couple of good reviews and they see their business skyrocket, they usually 
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change their mind about them. As one hobbyist wrote, “Many guys won’t see an 

unreviewed girl.” 

HOBBYIST-10: Ok--now, we are waiting to hear HOBBYIST-9’s 
response to this. Keep in mind that he’s been on the board for quite a 
while, and some people here are sure to know him personally (both guys 
and girls). We all know that there are 3 sides to every story (yours, his, 
and the truth), so let’s see his side and then we can all formulate what the 
real truth is. 

As for the age thing, are you willing to show a VERIFIABLE 
identification to some neutral party on this board to prove your age? 
(we’ve done this before--your true identity will be protected--we have a 
few members here who are very trustworthy [I’m thinking one of the ex-
mods, for instance, or maybe even [the administrator] and would probably 
be happy to verify it for you). 

If I were you, I’d concentrate on proving to everyone here that you 
are a good date and telling the truth. Arguing with board members won’t 
help you. . . .  If you earn a good reputation here, like many others have, 
you will go far. If not, you won’t last long. 
 
HOBBYIST-11: I wish u luck in the biz. Potential for women to make 
good money is great. A few points though. 

First, whether u get reviews or not is really not up to u. It is up to 
the guy. Some guys will refrain from writing positive reviews if u ask (not 
all). But it is totally up to the guy whether he posts a negative review. That 
is what a review board is about. This is a community that takes care of 
itself (even though if you are outside looking in we do appear like a bunch 
of guys who hate each other and flame each other all day, we still look out 
for each other). 

And I have no reason to think that you would have anything but 
great reviews. Just pointing this out. BTW, since guys are less likely to 
write negative reviews (because they get flamed by “white knights”) the 
absence of negative reviews means little to most experienced hobbyists in 
deciding whether to see a girl if there are no reviews, IMHO. 
Second, if u really don’t want reviews quite frankly perhaps u should not 
market yourself on a review board. 

Third, in the past I have known women who were very against 
having reviews. But after they had a positive review or two against their 
wishes, their business grew so much they loved the reviews. Many guys 
wont see an unreviewed girl. 
Again, wish u luck and just pointing this out.  
 
NEW-PROVIDER-1: Not that it’s any of your concern I already showed 
[Admin] my ID that’s why my account is back up.  
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NEW-PROVIDER-1: Thank you for telling me this but I just think its 
weird someone reading about me having sex with some one but I guess 
your right it would help. 
 
HOBBYIST-11: Hey guys, we got some new talent on the board so lets go 
easy and cut her some slack. She is young and new to this. And she might 
bring friends too. NEW-PROVIDER-1, some more free advice so take it 
for what it is worth. Your age is our business, especially if a guy is 
considering seeing you. NO ONE wants to see an underage girl. And the 
site does not want under age girls on it for legal reasons. So hon, chill on 
this and just resolve the issue. On reviews, perhaps weird but I suspect 
more new to you. There are national sites, region sites, and local sites. 
Review boards have been around for a while. You really should read the 
reviews, and the review the reviewer threads, to see how the other girls on 
the site respond to reviews. Many thank guys for them. Also, if u 
discourage good reviews u leave yourself more vulnerable to damage from 
bad reviews from a jerk or somebody trying to take advantage of u by 
threatening to do a bad review. If u have a number of good reviews and 
one guy gives a bad review that is offset by the good reviews and wont 
damage your business. If u discourage good reviews and have none or few 
that bad review can hurt more. Just something to think about 
 
NEW-PROVIDER-1: Your right I understand but I feel like some1 should 
have asked my age 1st before trying to ruin my name I’m a nice person 
and I don’t deserve this drama. I’m new to this and this isn’t the way I 
wanted to start off so I’m going to drop this. 
 
HOBBYIST-9: Whooooaaaaa ... I didn’t even know this discussion was 
going on until  [NEW-PROVIDER-1] left a message on my cell ...and 
about me! .. Well sorta ... its always about the girl aint it?... Anyway let 
me clear this up really fast. I don’t think that  [NEW-PROVIDER-1] 
realizes is that the top half of my post that I’ll reprint below here was from 
another member here named “Deuce” I was merely replying to his post 
and I am not the guy he is referring to as another guy in his post about 
making a comment about being 17... Ask him! 

“She showed up in the chat room a couple days ago. Me and 
another guy commented on her web link, one thing it said was age 17, and 
she never responded??” 
My response was “Hmmm ... says 18 now .. wonder how that happened 
???” because when I went to look at her pictures on MySpace it said 18. 
Now having said that and I bet when I post this her phone is going to ring 
off the hook.... I did meet her... She is very nice pictures, we spent 3 or 4 
hours together “AS FRIENDS”“ she is ghetto, so if that’s not your thing 
she not for you. Now in the interest of fair reporting, did I see any proof 
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that she was 18? No, she said she doesn’t travel with a license with her, 
and quite frankly, to meet her as friends, that’s good enough for me. On 
the other hand, for verification for dating purposes, u have to use your 
own discretion. Also, she just called my phone and left a nice message on 
my voicemail just indicating that she was disappointed that I was telling 
everyone she is 17 which I hope this clears that up. Just to be clear, I 
didn’t say she was 18 either. She also told me that she is looking for a 
select group of nice guys, and not only wanted to date, but also be friends 
with, which is what originally appealed to me. Hope this helps, and PS no 
time for spell check, I have a deadline I’m working on. Cheers! 

 
Reputation for providers is explicitly established by reviews posted by hobbyists. 

New providers quickly establish a reputation publicly articulated for all to read about. In 

fact, it is difficult for a provider to establish herself as a provider without a public 

reputation. Hobbyists’ reviews comment on her physical appearance, her technical skills, 

and her personality. The reputation that providers establish is in no small measure a 

product of what hobbyists post about encounters with them in real life. Although 

providers definitely create their own board persona through their advertisements and 

comments, an unfavorable reputation as a “provider” spells doom as a board participant.  

The rest of the conversation devolves into a more dramatic exchange 

demonstrating how reputations are established, new providers are tested, and how 

hobbyists come to each other’s aid and to the aid of valued providers in the name of 

“truth.” 

 
HOBBYIST-12: I don’t do reviews, but in [NEW-PROVIDER-1’s] 
defense i did dream she was real, over 18, 5’ or even shorter, extremely 
petite, very skilled in the gfe arts, and fun and personable. I only write this 
to refute those who doubt her. 
 
HOBBYIST-13: It’s weird for some of us too [reading about having sex 
with some one], but there are so many scam artists out there trying to rip 
guys off, it’s a necessary evil for many of us. For some guys it’s a big part 
of the fun. I am a very dirty old man but I only post reviews if there are 
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none or my experience is significantly different from the other reviews. 
The advice offered here is for your benefit if this is what you wish to do 
and succeed. This hobby is NOT for everyone. Hope it helps and wish you 
luck on your journey. 
 
HOBBYIST-11: NEW-PROVIDER-1, don’t worry about the start. Some 
top providers started with an even bumper road. 
IF this is what u want to do to make money, it is open to u. This start wont 
matter. But u do need to make sure your age is verified for anyone who 
asks. 
So don’t let the drama bother u. 
Good dates totally wash away drama.  
U might want to get into the ladies forum so u can learn some of the ropes 
from some of the experienced ladies who have done this for a while. Feel 
free to post here or PM question to guys who u want to. Many will be glad 
to answer. 
By the way, i tend to like older providers and am not positioning for 
anything here. Just think we should welcum the new ladies. 
 
PROVIDER-2: Very good advice [HOBBYIST-11]. Yup! I was one of 
those providers that had a much bumpier road!! laugh.gif LOOK AT ME 
NOW!!! tongue.gif 
[NEW-PROVIDER-1], I wish you all the best in all you are doing. You’re 
very young and really adorable... smile.gif. If I could share with you just 1 
piece of advice that many here have gave me. I find it to be more true than 
not, that every post is an ad. As far as the “reviews,” yes, I can see where 
you might find it a bit weird; however, it’s part of the game your in. 
GOOD reviews will get you an amazing amount of business, more than 
you could possibly handle yourself at times. The good guyz (you know--
the ones with $$$$$$$) read reviews to be sure they are not getting into a 
bad situation. You can always ask your reviewer [to] post a review that’s 
in good taste using letters such as DFK, BBJ, DATY and such. GOOD 
LUCK MAMI!!!! 
 
HOBBYIST-10: See, there ya go! [NEW-PROVIDER-1], I consider this a 
positive review, from someone who is decently known around here, as 
many will. Just take the advice I gave you in the PM and you will be ok. 
An, who knows, being you’re a young spinner, maybe you’ll be on my 
“list” too. 
 
NEW-PROVIDER-1: Thank you mama [PROVIDER-2] I appreciate it a 
lot for the advice. 
 
HOBBYIST-12: This is hard... REALLY HARD!! Nice job [HOBBYIST-
11]! I was thinking the same thing in regards to her “preference” not to be 
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reviewed. As an example of how accurate his statements are, there are a 
couple of recently hired [agency] girls that I’ve had my eye on. While I 
generally love the service that [A1] offers, I’ve had a sub-par performance 
or two and will very rarely TOFTT. So I’ll just wait on a positive review 
or two. Step into the light unless there’s something to hide is the way I see 
it! Again, nice job [HOBBYIST-11]! 
 
NEW-PROVIDER-1: I will make sure I do my job so I get reviews so I 
will be noticed. Thanks everyone for the advice. 
 
HOBBYIST-13: She seems like a sweet lil’ thang!! 
 
NEW-PROVIDER-1: Thanks, I can show you better that I can tell you 
 
HOBBYIST-3: I am ready to take one for the team but u need an incall. 
 
NEW-PROVIDER-1: Well, I do in calls on the weekend. On [xxx] and 
[xxx]. 
 
NEW-PROVIDER-1: I am a really fun and laid back girl that loves to 
please I hope you guys will give me a chance. 
 
HOBBYIST-13: With that kind of attitude you can’t miss sweetie. 
blush.gif 
 
NEW-PROVIDER-1: You made me all happy inside.....oh I think I’m 
getting wet lol thank you baby   
 
HOBBYIST-13: Whew! With that comment and that pic your makin it 
awful hard for me girl! blush.gif 
 
NEW-PROVIDER-1: That’s what I want to do, make it hard lol laugh.gif 
 
HOBBYIST-14: All you guys out there that are into the Barely Legal Girls 
will really enjoy popping this little girl’s cherry. I just wonder how many 
of you are on the list. You know that list I am talking about the list where 
you have to register and can not live near a school and everybody knows 
your name, and I am not talking about Cheers. 
 
HOBBYIST-15: OMG What a bunch of paranoid little boys! 
OK I will “volunteer”“ to TOFTT AGAIN!!! (see Janice). That is unless 
all this haranguing hasn’t run her off yet. [. . .] I may be new here but 
seriously if you are going to hobby, isn’t meeting new people part of the 
fun? It’s not the destination its the journey! 
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HOBBYIST-16: Let me add you caught my eye when you came aboard, 
however your myspace page with the “ex” photos completely turned me 
off. Sorry, just being honest. Now I know loosing my business will not 
break you and I wish you well here. I fully expect you will have lots of 
business. But just keep that in mind when posting any pictures in the 
future. Especially those that have the “ghetto” feel to it. The one thing I 
learned from my years here is the ghetto thing is not a big selling point 
here. Like I said, you will get plenty of business but you could have had 
more. With that said, welcome aboard. 
 
HOBBYIST-17: “Don’t hate the player, hate the game,  
Niggas, sharpen your aim. Every baller on the streets is searchin’ fortune 
and fame 
Some come up, some get done up, except the twist 
If you out for mega cheddar, you got to go high risk.” 
 
HOBBYIST-18: If I had the fortune to meet up with her several times, 
prior to her coming here (months ago - lost her new # after she changed it) 
, it would have gone like this: 
Nice girl. Very petite. Over 18. Definitely ghetto and proud of it. Lots of 
tattoos. I believe she has a kid. Has skills, BBBJ (YMMV). Too small for 
comfortable cowgirl (at least with me). No greek. Didn’t attempt DFK. 
Doggy OK. I have nothing to gain by posting this. Check my past 
postings. Just trying to set the record straight. Give her a shot and I think 
you’ll like it (What a tiny ass!). 
 
HOBBYIST-19: I haven’t had the fortune to meet this sweet thing yet but 
I have been chatting to her, and IMHO, you guys should thank God that 
she wants to get to know you guys and participate. As soon as I get back 
to Florida, Ii intend to spend some time with her, and if I am any judge of 
people at all it will be a wonderfully enjoyable time... so pls give her a 
welcome and let her make this great place a regular home... just my two 
halfpence worth. 
 
PROVIDER-2: Don’t worry girl about that “ghetto” stuff...they love it!!! 
Just remember there is always a time and place to do your “thing”...(not on 
the job) as long as you don’t act ghetto with your dates...like eating fried 
chicken and hawt sauce...lol and always treat your clients like they are the 
“shiznit”!!! You’ll be fine....go get ‘em girl.... 
You can take the girl out the “hood” but you can’t take the “hood” out the 
girl!!!  
 
HOBBYIST-13: Anytime you market an ‘extreme’ image you will attract 
those who love it and those willing to overlook it. But do you ever really 
know who declined because of it?  



 

 

245 

 
NEW-PROVIDER-1: Very true! I agree; however, I feel that I’m just 
being me. I have excellent reviews and I would hope they would speak for 
themselves. I do understand what you mean; but c’mon, this is [the board, 
and] everyone here posts things every now and again that’s over the top 
and extreme. Trust me, I’m not the only one! I have fun doing it because 
this for me is kind of an escape from the norm. So since this is my 
playtime, I just post to have fun--pictures, stories, ads, etc. Most who 
know me know that I’m just a very cool, down to earth little Boricua 
firecracker that’s all about living it up, having fun and enjoying life and 
(sex). But I can see where the pic may offend “older gents” who are not up 
to date on current events such as the hottest dance song or the mouth 
jewelry thing--”hip hop gendre.” But if they read my reviews and do 
research, not just here but on other boards as well (ter,bigdoggie etc), then 
they will know that regardless of what my own personal style is outside 
the job I ALWAYZ dress and act like a young lady, a very classy one I 
might add, and i do my job well. ‘turns out the type of clients who I 
normally see are business men during the day. I don’t work evenings so I 
hardly ever have a problem with the wrong element coming through my 
doors. Day and night are as different as day and night when it comes to 
clients. I know I’m just babbling along but I just wanted to clear a few 
things up before anyone gents the wrong idea. As the ol saying goes, 
“every post is an ad!!” Hugs and kisses V....have a great one honey...and 
here is a better pic just for you sweets!!! [sexually provocative photo of 
the provider]. 
 
HOBBYIST-13: Very nice baby, you r hot! blush.gif 
 
NEW-PROVIDER-1: Thanks girl. I feel you. I know when to be ghetto 
and when to proper. And just because I’m ghetto don’t mean shit. Anyone 
who doesn’t like it they don’t need to talk to me any ways. But that’s for 
looking out. Hope we can talk some time. HOLLA HOLLA. [photo with 2 
girlfriends] 
 
HOBBYIST-20: This is so ridiculous, all the back and forth with this 
sweet young thing. She is young, and if she decides to continue in this 
business she will either make her own niche in which she feels 
comfortable, or be fake to please the masses. Whichever way she goes it is 
her choice and hers alone! I’ll see you Thursday  [NEW-PROVIDER-1]! 
Can’t wait sweetie!  
 
NEW-PROVIDER-1: I can’t wait either sweetie I will be waiting for you 
xoxo. Call me!!! 
[photo] 
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HOBBYIST-21: [NEW-PROVIDER-1]...are your friends pictured in the 
biz too? Private message me if you like. 
 
NEW-PROVIDER-1: They are dancers only but they are so cute, aren’t 
they.  
 
NEW-PROVIDER-1: This is how we get down, lol  
[photo of girls touching each other] 
 
HOBBYIST-22:  I, for one, like the idea of a girl with a rough side 
(ghetto). I’ll bet money that  [NEW-PROVIDER-1] will get down and 
dirty. I’ll bet money that  [NEW-PROVIDER-1] will tell you what she 
likes (and let’s be honest - when the provider is happy, we all win). 
What’s nice: Spinner body, young, feisty. I think we can all see she is 
willing to talk, willing to listen, willing to learn. That’s more than I can 
say about me! I’m awfully concerned with all the pictures of potential 
pimps on her MySpace page....that is distracting. That makes me think 
she’ll be getting a ride, and the guy will be down in the parking lot, 
waiting in the car, then the police will show up, the driver will give up 
what room she is in, and I will have to have the police bang on the door. 
Not that that ever happens. I won’t TOFTT here, I have too many on my 
list of people to do. I will put her on the special interest list. 
If she is around, or a friend can recommend her, then maybe I’ll bump up 
her status. I’ll bet money most of us will echo this sentiment. 
 
HOBBYIST-20: Dam that got me hot! biggrin.gif 
 
HOBBYIST-10: What club? 
 
HOBBYIST-23: [HOBBYIST-22] Well said. 
 
NEW-PROVIDER-1: [name of club] 
 
HOBBYIST-20: [name of club] in [name of city] on [name of street]? 
 
HOBBYIST-21: [name of club] is in [name of another city]. 
 
HOBBYIST-16: [quoting HOBBYIST-22] Nice comments, you are right. 
No matter who the girl is, it will cater to someone’s fetish. Tall, short, 
skinny, big, black, white, old, young, head strong, submissive. Nothing 
wrong with that. That’s the spice of life. wink.gif But I have always found 
ghetto and pimp go hand in hand. The one thing I always found 
entertaining about this board and this hobby, is the things that anyone will 
brag about and be proud of. laugh.gif Hell, myself included... laugh.gif 
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PROVIDER-3: Mmm, and what are you proud about [HOBBYIST-16]? 
 
HOBBYIST-16: I’ll never tell.... laugh.gif 
 
PROVIDER-3: [quoting HOBBYIST-16] Tease.  
 
HOBBYIST-24: [quoting PROVIDER-2] Damn maybe I’m more Getto 
than I thought! biggrin.gif I love a stack of MAC , Fried Chicken HOTT 
sauce maybe even some slaw washed down with a grape soda!! 
MMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMM Yummie!!! 
 
NEW-PROVIDER-1: Ha ha, lol, you ain’t had no real ghetto food till you 
let me cook for you. 

 
[This thread consists of over 75 contributions/posts most made over a period of about six 

weeks.] 
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Appendix 2 
 

BUMPY START RESPONSE 

This exchange is a reflection on the agency of providers. From this it is clear that 

providers are far from passive victims of a patriarchal system, but seem to seek out their 

experiences and define ways to exploit and become agents of their own destiny. 

SUBJECT: Review of [NEW-PROVIDER-1]: Welcome to My Nightmare 
 
Hobbyist-001: As a professional lurker, I violated the #1 Lurker Rule - 
never see a girl with no reviews. However, [NEW-PROVIDER-1] had that 
sleazy look that I find strangely appealing, so I thought I’d do the TOFFT 
thing. My bad. First of all, her incall is right smack in the middle of the 
hood; I drove through a crowd of about 15 homeys throwing around a 
football, and it felt like I was in a Spike Lee movie. Call me prejudiced, 
but this cracker was more than a little nervous. 

Then this snaggle toothed scrawny little thing meets me and brings 
me to her apartment. Saying she was a little thin is like saying the sun is a 
little hot; we’re talking ribs and hipbones here. Picture the survivors at 
Auschwitz and you’ll get the idea. Upon entering her apartment, I saw a 
most interesting array of knick knacks. Not a lot of details in the interest 
of discretion, but I saw some stuff that I didn’t recognize, even from my 
heavy party days spent mostly in a purple haze ( ah, the 70’s - but I 
digress). Then to really set the mood, her huge roommate comes waddling 
in with a screaming baby on her hip - I think her name was Shanequa. 
So we’re chatting in the living room, and  [NEW-PROVIDER-1] is saying 
things that didn’t make sense, and looking at things that weren’t there. 
Obviously I should have walked out, but I’m stubborn if nothing else, so I 
suggested we hit the bedroom. She starts right in with one of the lamest 
BBBJ’s of all time, which was interrupted several times by the screaming 
baby and some phone calls. One of the calls was from some dude 
desperate to borrow 15 bucks - now that’s what I call broke. I’ve had at 
least 15 bucks since I was 10. 

After about 8 minutes of this pure bliss she says “I don’t mean to 
rush you, but your 30 minutes is about up and most guys would have come 
by now.” Well, that turned me on so much that I almost blew my load 
right there - NOT. I had originally planned on an hour or more ( I’m 
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actually extremely generous when somebody makes me happy), but mama 
didn’t raise no fool. I told her that I had to be somewhere, so let’s just call 
it quits, and I’d give her the $ half hour rate. She focused on something 
over my shoulder and said “Whatever you like, baby.” I drove out of there 
happy to be alive, and I realized once again just how good my life is. 
So that’s my story, and I’m sticking with it. [NEW-PROVIDER-1], I 
know you’ll probably read this, and I apologize for the negative review - I 
think you’re probably a nice person. But you gotta get it together, 
girlfriend. or you’ll never see 30. You also owe your clients a much better 
experience than the one you are currently providing. Maybe this will help 
- good luck to you. 
 
Hobbyist-002:  Good grief! Oh well, I’m sure the guys thank you for 
TOFTT. And saving them both time and roses. 
 
Hobbyist-003: Wow, I was even thinking of calling her up, I won’t now.  
 
Hobbyist-004: Wow, sorry you had such a lame date but glad u got out 
alive. Thanks for the review. I was thinking of going for the BBBJ special 
but was not sure. Sounds like a total nightmare. And that ones money goes 
flush.  
 
Hobbyist-005: This is why we need a bank account set up to reimburse 
anyone who TOFTT. We could all contribute $1/ month. It will add up, 
and serve as protection. 
 
Providers-002: I’m sorry but you could not see that the girl looked like 
that from her pics... Her pussy even looks way to big for her body 
(Personal observation). I know it’s wrong to say, but come on, there are 
way better girls to choose from that are just as wild in bed, without the 
nightmares. 
 
Hobbyist-006: Guess she “showed the haterz”! rolleyes.gif. Sorry for your 
experience but thanks for the review to warn others here. Any middle class 
run away white girl that needs to tattoo “thug” across her body for proof 
she “rolls with da homeys” should indicate what you’re about to deal with: 
“A little sleazy”? I prefer “ladies”, not gangsta wanna-be’s. Thanks again 
for the warning.  
[. . .] 
NEW-PROVIDER-1 [subject of review]: LETS GET THIS STRAIGHT, 
You say I live in the ghetto? Ha Ha I live in [township] by the mall, far 
from the ghetto. You came right when school got out so of course there 
will be kids. I don’t want to argue with any one ‘cause its really no sense, 
no matter what I do you people will find something bad to say about me. 
And why in the hell did it take you that long to write this, I saw you a 
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couple of days ago. And with the whole “rush” thing sweetie, you were 
paying for a half hour special and stayed way longer than you were 
welcome. And the reason why I was nervous [was because of] the way 
you were acting--I thought you were the police. But any ways, I still have 
way more satisfied customer than unsatisfied, so oh well, you loose some 
and you win some. Sorry if I wasn’t your type, I know I have my others 
stand on edge. 
[. . .] 
NEW-PROVIDER-1 [subject of review]: I can’t change how I raised and 
you are no better than me to sit and judge, but anyways I’m not going to 
argue any more, its just funny how things get turned around so far from 
the truth. And just to add, just because I come from the hood doesn’t mean 
I believe in the things they do. I do believe in Karma, and wouldn’t do 
anything to anyone that I wouldn’t want done to me. Well you guys win’ I 
can’t take this bull shit any more. [If] you guys have nothing better to do 
than to bring some down, I will not set my self up for it. I’m gone. 
 
Hobbyist-007: This is not about bringing you or anyone else down, this 
about how we help each other and I see no reason for anyone to give a bad 
review unless it is true. 
 
Hobbyist-008: You’re right! It was mean and nasty (but it was still 
creative.)  
 
[. . .] 
 
NEW-PROVIDER-1 [subject of review]: I don’t think anything is wrong 
with me. I love being skinny. People starve themselves just to be like me. 
God made me the way I’m so who am I to mess with that. I understand 
helping each other out, but some of those things he said aren’t even close 
to being true. Like I live in the ghetto? Where is there a ghetto in 
[township]? I sure wanna know. Or my wack BJ. Try giving a BJ and 
looking up at him, [for] anyone that knows him, you know what I’m 
talking about. And me being a crack head, never that[and] I don’t believe 
in drugs. I have a natural high lol. I don’t want to have any enemies on 
here, I just want to make friends. But with jack asses like [HOBBYIST-1], 
I don’t ever see that happening. [HOBBYIST-1], kiss my ass. 
[. . .] 
Hobbyist-009: Undeserved Good and Bad reviews happen all the time! 
 
Hobbyist-010: We have never met and most likely will not. Nothing 
personal, just my preference, while I hate to stir the pot, as I can see where 
this thread is going. I just have to comment on this. It sounds like you are 
saying only if you find the guy to your liking will he get good service. If 
you feel that way you are in for a lot of disappointing dates. Part of this 
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“job” requires you to be a great actress, and if you are not up for the task 
you might want to reconsider your vocation. 
[. . .] 
NEW-PROVIDER-1 [subject of review]: That was another lie. We sat and 
talked for about 10 to 15 minutes and went to the room talk for about 
another 5 minutes. Then I laid down and he ate me for 10 min, and then I 
did his BJ for at least another 10 minutes. But it tasted nasty as hell so I 
really couldn’t get into it. That’s why I got mad when he said rushed. Ha’ 
I have plenty of people to say I’m more like un rush. I like to get to know 
people, not just getting down to the dirt. 
 
Hobbyist-011: You know what? [NEW-PROVIDER-1] is a beautiful 
human being. Let me say it again. [NEW-PROVIDER-1], YOU are a 
beautiful human being. You have heart. You have a mind and feelings. 
You express yourself well. You remind me of a mini [PROVIDER-2] who 
I love also. You have the slender body of a Destiny / Sakala. You even 
have the same style of finger nails / jewelry as Destiny. [PROVIDER-2] is 
quite “gangsta and hood” and is also one of the most lovable and 
opinionated posters on this site. [P-1], I hope you continue to post here 
and provide services and I hope I am one of the fortunate Indy guys who 
gets to see you on a date. Guys, this girl is REAL. She has the slender 
body we like. She offers a $100 half hour special. She IS photogenic. Her 
pics look real. She has that approachable look to her. She is a real person 
with a real personality and she is doing what we like for girls to do. The 
guys who mentioned they were strangely attracted to her “sleaziness”. 
Let’s face it, she is young, cute, slender and available. How many times 
during the day have you seen a woman yawn and not cover her mouth and 
for those few seconds you dreamed that your cock was sliding in and out 
of her mouth and you shot cum in her mouth?!! laugh.gif ha ha ha. I don’t 
know about you, but I would enjoy an intimate encounter with this girl. 
[NEW-PROVIDER-1], keep posting! Stay here on Indy. Keep the $100 
special. As long as you are a GFE or PSE date, guys will learn to love you 
for who you are. Many guys are already attracted to the slight roughness 
you portray, In addition to your slender body and cute face. Keep up the 
good work! Many of us appreciate you. 
 
[. . .] 
 
Hobbyist-012: I don’t post much. And this girl is not my type, so I’m not 
saying this to get on her good side or anything, because I’ll never see her. 
But some of you guys are going a little too far with the personal attacks. 
She’s a person that seems to provide ‘honest service, and doesn’t rip 
anyone off. Cut her a break. Every honest provider here deserves respect. 
She’s young and she’ll find her niche. 
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Let her review stand and whoever wants to pay attention to it will. One 
thing I’ve learned about this place is that there is someone for everyone. 
Some providers here are old, some overweight, some intelligent, some not 
so great looking, some ghetto, some educated, etc., etc. (Just like the 
hobbyists here, from what I saw at the GT.) But always someone likes 
them, I guess. If we want to keep the variety, then we should be a little 
tolerant of the differences and not run a person off by making fun of them. 
Especially a young girl. 
[. . .] 
Hobbyist-013: Well said. Wish I could turn back the clock.  
 
PROVIDER-002: Bingo! Somebody give this man a prize! [southernpro] 
[P-1]....Don’t sweat the small stuff! You will have good and bad reviews. 
How I managed almost a year and a half without 1 single bad review? Its 
no mystery: always insure proper services. And you don’t owe anyone 
here an explanation about being brought up a bit ghetto. I’m sure there is a 
lot of trailer trash that flows through these boards and act like they are 
sooooo much better. rolleyes.gif. Paleazee, just do me a personal favor: 
NEVER DO AN INCALL AROUND ANYONES KIDS...NOT EVEN 
YOUR OWN. If you have any, that is. Spend the money on a telly. I know 
it can be expensive at times, but this is something you must do. And never 
have anyone hanging at your incall--ANYONE...BF/MOTHER/BABY 
DADDY/NO ONE! I just think you’re young and no body gave you 
guidance, and that’s how you ended up doing this. But if you choose to do 
this baby girl, it isn’t what you do, its how you do it. YES I’M VERY 
HOOD AND I DO JUST FINE cool.gif. And people here will talk shit and 
it hurts..(SOME OF YOU GROWN ASS MEN SHOULD BE ASHAMED 
OF YOURSELVES angry.gif. !!!EXSPECIALLY THE VET POSTERS 
angry.gif angry.gif ... Take it from someone who knows your particular 
situation all to well. It’s not what you do, but how you do it. For example, 
when you take pix (hide your tatoo). I have a 6 pack to the bottom [but] if 
you look at any of my pix you can’t tell. STYLE AND CLASS WILL 
TAKE YOU FAR IN THIS BUSINESS EVEN IF YOU ARE GHETTO.... 
wink.gif. XOXO [P-2]   
 
Hobbyist-014: It is a shame that [HOBBYIST-1] did not have a good 
experience, but reading [P-1s] posts there were reasons. YMMV applies 
there will be other good reviews if the lovely [P-1] has not been scared 
away . . . . I find it pretty sad that so many of you guys condemn her, she 
is young starting out, not flush and wants to try to please you guys. Since 
when has this been a crime? From own perspective I will spend time with 
her at my first opportunity as it seems clear that if you are clean and 
respectful and friendly that you will have a great time. [P-1] is an 
amazingly sexy girl, and I don’t imagine for one moment [H-1s] 
unfortunate review will have any effect. I want to see Ms [P-1’s] thug 
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tatoo even more. I find her tatoos so sexy. Muah [P-1] please fight these a-
holes back with all your strength. 
 
Hobbyist-015: I think [P-1] is hottt. If I wasn’t retired, I would see her in a 
heartbeat.  
 
PROVIDER-002: I’m a very sincere person. One thing I can’t stand is 
when a bunch of men all get together and pick on one girl. It just looks so 
fuckin tacky and nasty. Ok he had a bad time and seemed to have thought 
he was in the ghetto blink.gif. As being an expert on ghettos, you know 
your heading into one starting about a mile away from the heart of it. So if 
he had been to a real hood he would’ve had at least 15 minutes of a drive 
to realize where he was going laugh.gif. I’m quite sure there is some merit 
to mizz [P-1’s] story, if no other reason then to say there is most certainly 
“two sides to every penny.” 

And I just get sick and tired of the male posters thinkin this is ok to 
do! Yeah you don’t have to like certain girls, but insinuate crack use, 
substance problems, and incallz in the hood can really fuck a girls 
business up. angry.gif. So if you are going to insinuate shit like that, you 
better make damn sure its a fact!  
 
Hobbyist-016: And don’t forget train tracks and liquor stores are all 
around…  
 
PROVIDER-002: Crackheads and dope dealers.LOL. Down here in the 
south, box Chevys all over sitten on 24s. It’s sad people are such closet 
racists that they would mistake a fuckin diverse neighbor hood for a 
ghetto. Wtf? 
 
Hobbyist-017: Hey [H-1], I am kind of bewildered that although you did 
not appreciate [P-1’s] physic, you still went on with your date. If you did 
feel threatened by the neighborhood and her apartment, why in hell didn’t 
you turn around and take off in your car. I personally drove about nearly 1 
hr and 1/2 from West [Township] where I live, to see [P-1] at her incall 
,and did not go through with it because of her apartment’s set up. I did not 
like the fact they were other people hanging around, so very nicely after 
we spoke about it I explained to her that I did not feel comfortable enough 
to proceed with the date. I had that choice, and so did you. You knew 
exactly the type of girl you were about to see. Her posted pics are pretty 
explanatory. I am not taking anybody’s side here, but it is very revolting 
and upsetting to read some of you guys’ posts about this girl. She might 
not have had the same upbringing as some of us have, but to relate and 
compare her physic to a concentration camp’s survivor is extremely 
degrading and uncalled for. I can understand a negative review based on 
performance and behavior of a specific provider. But a personal attack on 
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that person, I do not. The objective here is to help one another out with 
good info, but not to create sensationalism and tear this girl down. I hope 
some of you guys will have the courage to apologize to this poor little girl 
for the hurtful comments you made about her! I LOVE SPINNERS!  
[. . .] 
[This popular thread consists of 134 contributions/posts made over a 
period of about 2 days.] 
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Appendix 3 
 

ODE TO INDY GIRLS AND BOYS 

Participants even post poetry to each other about their sexual escapades: 

She’s Always an Indy Girl to Me 
 

She can kill with a smile, she can wound with her eyes 
She can ruin your marital faith with her warm pussy and lovely thighs 
And she only reveals what she wants you to see 
She hides like a child, but she’s always an Indy girl to me 
  
She can lead you to lust, she can take you or leave you 
She can ask for the truth, but she’ll never believe you 
And she’ll take what you give her as long it’s free 
Yeah, she bangs like a jack rabbit, she’s always an Indy girl to me 

 
CHORUS 

Ohhh... she takes care of herself 
She can wait if she wants, she’s ahead of her time 
Ohhh... and she always puts out 
And she rarely gives in, she just changes her mind. 
 
And she’ll promise you more than the Garden of Eden 
Then she’ll carelessly bail on you and laugh while your dollars are bleeding 
But she’ll bring out the best and the worst you can be. 
Her pussy’s hot, she’s so sweaty and nice to see. 
Blame it all on yourself ‘cause she’s always an Indy girl to me. 

 
CHORUS 
 

She’s frequently kind and she’s suddenly cruel 
She can do as she pleases, she’s nobody’s fool 
And she can’t be convicted, she’s earned her degree 
And the most she will do is throw shadows at you, 
But she’s always an Indy girl to me. 
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In response, a provider posted the following lyrics about her hobbyists. 

Indy Man.....Song.... 
 

They cum and they go 
leaving behind some of their dough. 
They are horny as hell 
rain, sleet hail and snow..... 
They are not always there when I call, 
but they are always on time. 
Oh boy do I love these Indy men of mine..... 
 
Some of them talk shit like they are so bad... 
In reality they ain’t tuff, 
it’s actually quite sad 
to see a grown man 
act like he is 9. 
Oh boy do I love these Indy men of mine... 
 
Indy men come through on the first of the month, 
Ironically that’s when mortgage is do. 
My pocket book is from Coach, and so are my shoes, 
Thanks to my Indimen, and all that they do.... 
When I see them they spit clean my kitty to a shine.... 
Oh boy do I love these Indy men of mine... 
 
Some of them like Indi chix, 
Some like Indi chix with big tits, 
And some of them like Indi chix with big dicks, 
and some of them like big tits and big dix, 
who am I to judge? even if they like to play with an Indy girl’s shit, 
as long as when they cum their wallets are thick. 
 
I love Indimen, they are one of kind, 
I would do each and everyone at the drop of a dime 
“not that kind of dime dropping” I aim’s down that 
I may be from the hood...but I’m no freakin rat. 
 
Maybe a freakin Rican who likes it from behind.... 
in my behind from these Indi men of mine!!! 
doowop doody doo dowop doody dooooooo. 
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Appendix 4 
 

RESPONSES TO GENERIC GROUNDED RESEARCH QUESTIONS 

 (Charmaz and Mitchell 163)  

1) What is the setting of the action? When and how does the action take place? 

a. Internet discussion board. 

b. Online and in person, 24 hours a day. 

2) What is going on? What is the overall activity being studied, the relatively long-

term behavior about which the participants organize themselves? What specific 

acts comprise this activity? 

a. Socializing and market exchange of adult personal services. 

b. Activity being studied is the facilitation of prostitution. 

c. The long term behavior of all the participants is organized around the 

exchange of sexual services for money. All the participants have a 

common interest in this activity and behave in ways that result in 

activity, knowledge, and experiences related to maintaining the 

circumstances that permit them to perpetuate their exchanges.  

d. These acts consist of communicating with other participants to let their 

interests and intensions be known, maintaining a reputation about 

themselves and others, shielding each other and the community from 

threats to their existence, and the pursuit of their common interests. 

3) What is the distribution of participants over space and time in these locals? 

a. Popularity of the site has been growing at an increasing rate since it 

was established in 1999. Currently, between 10 and 20 thousand 

individuals visit the site each month. Approximately 83% of these 

individuals access the site from locations within South Florida.  
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b. Over 15 thousand individuals have become members by registering 

screen names since the board was established at the site in 2001. It is 

estimated that between 4000 and 7000 regular members visit the board 

at least once per month, and between 150 and 250 core members 

(addicts) the board least once per day. 

4) How are the actors organized? What organizations effect, oversea, regulate or 

promote this activity? 

a. The membership is organized by function (consumers and producers), 

which is determined primarily by the individual’s sex (genitalia). 

Consumers are primarily heterosexual males, and producers are 

exclusively female; however, transsexuals and transvestites are 

permitted as producers if they present themselves as women.  

b. There are between 10 and 25 registered men (Hobbyists) for each 

registered woman (Provider). 

c. New members must declare their sex upon registering their screen 

name. Those who wish to establish themselves as a producer (called 

Providers) are validated (telephone interview, website, reviews, or 

references) by the Administrator to confirm the credibility of their 

application. 

d. Reputations are quickly established (especially for Providers) through 

interactions with other members that confirm the character and 

intentions of each other. 

5) How are the members stratified? Who is ostensibly in charge? Does being in 

charge vary by activity? How is membership achieved and maintained? 

a. Members are stratified by reputation. Those with the best reputations 

enjoy the highest status. The best reputations are a function of how 

long the individual has been a member (join date), the frequency of 

participation (number of posts), and what is said about them by other 

members. 
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b. The site is owned by an individual who has established the “Posting 

Rules, Guidelines and Etiquette” that act as the governing Constitution 

to regulate online behavior. The owner also acts as the administrator 

and appoints the moderators who interpret and enforce the rules. The 

moderator polices the discussion board, modifies inappropriate posts, 

and revokes membership rights when necessary. 

c. Anyone can read the daily board discussions among the members; 

however, registering a screen name is required to post and search 

messages on the board. Registration is free. Once registered, the 

individual is considered a member. The membership term is indefinite, 

but may be terminated or suspended at the discretion of the 

administrator if the member misbehaves or their email address 

becomes inactive. 

d. While the Hobbyists establish the demand, each Provider determines 

which services she intends to provide, and how. What actually happens 

in person is a result of the negotiation between the two parties. To 

encourage the voluntary participation of women in this predominantly 

male community, blatant misogynistic and discriminatory behavior by 

members is explicitly prohibited. In addition, members occasionally 

cooperate to provide special financial and other incentives for 

Providers in need to encourage them to maintain their participation. 

6) What do actors pay attention to? What is important, preoccupying, critical? 

a. Participants pay attention to law enforcement (LE). Police are known 

to monitor the board posing as members. Busts and sting operations at 

traditional venues that do not have reputation systems are frequently 

made known to keep members alert. 

b. Participants pay attention to protecting each other’s privacy. 

Maintaining the anonymity of each other is critical in avoiding 

problems with law enforcement. 
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c. Participants pay attention to the reputation of themselves and each 

other. Reputation is an important mechanism for establishing trust, 

status and credibility. 

d. Providers are especially concerned with Hobbyist’s reviews that are 

posted about them because a bad review can not only be damaging to 

their reputation, but costly in terms of lost business. 

e. Hobbyists pay particular attention to the Provider ads and reviews 

because this is how decisions are made about who to see. 

f. Participants pay attention to The (posting) Rules and general etiquette 

in order for safe, orderly, and informed exchanges to occur. 

g. Members also seem to be concerned about social justice: what is right 

and wrong. While participants may ignore “the law,” instead they 

substitute a community code of “justice” where truth, honesty, respect, 

cooperation, fairness, and charity are highly valued and continually 

confirmed and justified both on the board and in person. 

7) What do they pointedly ignore that other persons might pay attention to? 

a. Participants pointedly ignore the stigma against prostitution. While 

they must pay extra ordinary attention to the law and law enforcement 

officials in order to successfully circumvent it, they pointedly ignore 

the prohibition against prostitution and social stigma against women 

(especially) who participate in it.  In this community, the stigma 

against prostitutes is noticeable absent. 

i. Most obviously, this community ignores the taboo against the 

explicit exchange of sex for money. 

ii. See stigma thread where the hobbyists equate their own 

behavior, calling themselves the “whores” of the community. 

iii. What is damaging to the psyche is the guilt bestowed upon the 

providers from the outside community.  
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b. When it does appear from the outside, those who hold these beliefs are 

immediately recognized as hostile, threatening and are taken quite 

seriously.   

8) What symbols do actors invoke to understand their worlds, the participants and 

processes within them, and the objects and events they encounter? What names do 

they attach to objects, events, persons, roles, settings, equipment? 

a. The most poignant symbols representing how the participants 

understand their world are the connotations of the words used to 

describe it. Metaphors and euphemisms are among the most 

descriptive and telling linguistic devices. While a euphemism may be a 

sugarcoated façade for a term or expression, it often connotes aspects 

of meaning, truth, and relationships that are missing in the common 

name for it. 

b. Hobbyist – “An activity or interest pursued outside one’s regular 

occupation and engaged in primarily for pleasure” (American Heritage 

online). Hobbies often involve collecting or games. The experience of 

many of the male participants closely relates to the experience of a 

“hobby” in the traditional sense of the word. 

c. Provider – “One who supplies a means of subsistence” (American 

Heritage online). “The Provider Guardian is one of the 16 role variants 

identified in the Keirsey Temperament Sorter, a self-assessed 

personality questionnaire designed to help people better understand 

themselves. “Providers are affectionate and they feel a need to be 

loved in return. They can be easily crushed by criticism directed 

towards them and they strongly desire to be appreciated for who they 

are and for the service they provide to others” (wikipedia.org). 

d. GFE (Girl Friend Experience). The experience most sought after by 

Hobbyists defined by a number of tangible and intangible 

characteristics. 

e. BFE (Boy Friend Experience). Coined by Providers as a pun on GFE. 
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f. PSE (Porn Star Experience). In contrast to GFE. 

g. “Dating” – Regular meetings between a particular Hobbyist and 

Provider. 

h. Many of the acronyms. Example: YMMV (Your Mileage May Vary). 

9) What practices, skills, stratagems, methods of operation do actors employ? 

a. The most successful participants are verbally articulate and socially 

inclined.  

b. Hobbyists employ their money to consummate experiences with 

Providers. Those willing to spend more money can get to know more 

desirable Providers, but wit, compassion, and respect are also useful in 

gaining the favor of the providers with the best reputations. 

c. Providers employ their sexual experience to gain the most desirable 

Hobbyists. Although youth and beauty are important factors, 

education, sexual experience, and social skills are equally important 

characteristics to many Hobbyists. 

d. Providers must lead double lives. A provider wrote, “[T]he sex part is 

not the hard for me..(no pun)..as I’m sexual and enjoy the sex...my 

issues are these: fear of getting arrested, scams and rip offs, how I’m 

viewed from society, how i have to live a double life...” 

10) Which theories, motives, excuses, justifications or other explanations do actors 

use in accounting for their participation? How do they explain to each other, not 

to outside investigators, what they do and why they do it? 

a. One board participant explained the irrationality and injustice in how 

sex laws are justified and enforced by society. Since they see no one 

being hurt by their actions, they believe they are good people.  

b. Providers claim that once you get into it it’s almost impossible to get 

out “[O]nce you’re in-- you’re in. . . . The fact is: I have sold my soul, 

so I HAVE TO make all the money I can.”   

c. Providers justify it for the money. ““i have 3 kids to support and i want 

them all to get a higher education....i was asked one time by my SO if 
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he gave me a choice between this profession and him what would i 

choose? I actually had to think about it.” 

d. Other Providers say “Life is “ HARD “ .....But we all have the power 

of choice........And things are only as hard as we choose to make them 

in our own mind...... If you choose to be a companion....You have to 

accept the path you choose and deal with it....Or don’t do it.......It’s 

that simple.......I was always taught be the BEST you can be at what 

ever you choose to be.....Or do something else.....  

e. Hobbyists claim that they are not hurting anyone. “IMO, Indy escorts 

are a whole different ball game than all other escorts. Indy is a large 

sorta family like community where a girl is literally dating only 

“friends”. I would almost not even consider it escorting! It is more like 

casual sex with friends, except money is exchanged. . . . Being an 

escort is a profession, the same as any occupation is a profession. They 

all have risks and rewards which are to be taken on via the person 

offering the service. I as a client still want the best value for my 

money. The risk is not mine. It is the persons who chose to do what 

they do.” 

f. Hobbyists claim that this is a capitalistic society. ““Just 

remember....there are a lot of people doing tougher....dangerous....jobs 

that require a lot of skill and mental acumen to accomplish! Escorting 

might be..”hard”....but let’s keep some perspective here!” 

g. Hobbyists claim “They also need to remember this is a job, and not 

their life, which many fall into as a trap to start their pain.” 

h. Hobbyists claim “Sometimes because we don’t want the hassle of “the 

dating scene” or sometimes because we are just having a bad day and 

need cheering up. 

11) What goals do actors seek? When, from their perspective, is an act well or poorly 

done? How do they judge action – by what standards, developed and applied by 

whom? 
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a. The goal of many Hobbyists is the GFE. Hobbyists seek sexual release 

and companionship from Providers. The standards for judging the 

quality of the sexual experience are articulated in the Escort Review 

Forum. It outlines the essential elements of a good review and 

suggestions for newbies to make the review as objective as possible so 

it will be as useful as possible for others in deciding whether to see a 

Provider or not. 

b. Providers’ goals are money and companionship from hobbyists. The 

goal of many providers is to get out of the business with some money 

saved up. 

c. Hobbyists say that the best Providers are those who are at ease with 

themselves. “[Some] have sensible perspectives on their life style and 

the choices they have made and that is why I think these ladies are so 

freaking spectacular and why they can truly make a guy feel great. 

Why can they ? because they feel pretty good about them selves as 

human beings, and because they don’t feel bad about them selves and 

enjoy what they do on some level their clients enjoy their company 

and services and repeat!” 

12) What rewards do various actors gain from their participation?  

a. Hobbyists may gain friendship, status. “An escort with whom you 

make a powerful human contact has a value beyond price.” 

b. Providers may gain friendship, status, and money. 
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Appendix 5 
 

WORLD CHARTER FOR PROSTITUTES’ RIGHTS 

International Committee for Prostitutes’ Rights (ICPR), Amsterdam 1985 

 
 Laws 

• Decriminalize all aspects of adult prostitution resulting from individual 
decision. 

• Decriminalize prostitution and regulate third parties according to standard 
business codes. It must be noted that existing standard business codes 
allow abuse of prostitutes. Therefore special clauses must be included to 
prevent the abuse and stigmatization of prostitutes (self-employed and 
others). 

• Enforce criminal laws against fraud, coercion, violence, child sexual 
abuse, child labor, rape, racism everywhere and across national 
boundaries, whether or not in the context of prostitution. 

• Eradicate laws that can be interpreted to deny freedom of association, or 
freedom to travel, to prostitutes within and between countries. Prostitutes 
have rights to a private life. 

 Human Rights 
• Guarantee prostitutes all human rights and civil liberties, including the 

freedom of speech, travel, immigration, work, marriage, and motherhood 
and the right to unemployment insurance, health insurance and housing. 

• Grant asylum to anyone denied human rights on the basis of a “crime of 
status,” be it prostitution or homosexuality. 

 Working Conditions 
• There should be no law which implies systematic zoning of prostitution. 

Prostitutes should have the freedom to choose their place of work and 
residence. It is essential that prostitutes can provide their services under 
the conditions that are absolutely determined by themselves and no one 
else. 

• There should be a committee to insure the protection of the rights of the 
prostitutes and to whom prostitutes can address their complaints. This 
committee must be comprised of prostitutes and other professionals like 
lawyers and supporters. 

• There should be no law discriminating against prostitutes associating and 
working collectively in order to acquire a high degree of personal security. 

 Health 



 

 

266 

• All women and men should be educated to periodical health screening for 
sexually transmitted diseases. Since health checks have historically been 
used to control and stigmatize prostitutes, and since adult prostitutes are 
generally even more aware of sexual health than others, mandatory checks 
for prostitutes are unacceptable unless they are mandatory for all sexually 
active people. 

 Services 
• Employment, counseling, legal, and housing services for runaway children 

should be funded in order to prevent child prostitution and to promote 
child well-being and opportunity. 

 
• Prostitutes must have the same social benefits as all other citizens 

according to the different regulations in different countries. 
• Shelters and services for working prostitutes and re-training programs for 

prostitutes wishing to leave the life should be funded. 
 Taxes 

• No special taxes should be levied on prostitutes or prostitute businesses. 
• Prostitutes should pay regular taxes on the same basis as other 

independent contractors and employees, and should receive the same 
benefits. 

 Public Opinion 
• Support educational programs to change social attitudes which stigmatize 

and discriminate against prostitutes and ex-prostitutes of any race, gender 
or nationality. 

• Develop educational programs which help the public to understand that 
the customer plays a crucial role in the prostitution phenomenon, this role 
being generally ignored. The customer, like the prostitute, should not, 
however, be criminalized or condemned on a moral basis. 

• We are in solidarity with workers in the sex industry. 
 
 Organization 

• Organizations of prostitutes and ex-prostitutes should be supported to 
further implementation of the above charter. 
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Appendix 6 
 

GLOSSARY OF ACRONYMS 

(from myredbook.com - abridged) 
$ = $100 
$$ = $200 
$$$ = $300 
$$$.5 = $350 
1/2 and 1/2 = half and half = oral sex + full service 
411 = seeking information 
420 = 4:20 = marijuana 
69 = two people giving each other oral sex at the same time 
agency = a company that manages calls, bookings, and advertising for a group of escorts. 
ATF = all time favorite 
BB = bareback = without condom 
BJ = blowjob = oral sex = fellatio 
BBBJ = bare back blow job = BJ without condom, beebeebeejay 
BBBJTC = bare back blow job to completion (in mouth) 
BBBJTCIM = bare back blow job to completion in mouth 
BBBJTCNQNS = bare back blow job to completion, no quit, no spit 
BBBJTCWS = bare back blow job to completion with swallow 
BBBJWF = bare back blow job with facial 
BBFS = bare back sex 
BBW = big beautiful woman 
BF = boy friend 
BFE = boy friend experience 
BTW = by the way 
cash and dash = ROB who takes your money and runs 
CBJ = covered blow job = BJ with condom 
CDS = covered doggy style 
CFS = covered full service = Sex with condom 
CG = cowgirl = girl on top facing you 
CIM = cum in mouth 
CL = craigslist.org 
CMD = carpet matches drapes, typically a natural blonde 
cowgirl = CG = girl on top facing you 
cover = condom 
cruising = driving around, looking for streetwalkers 
cups of coffee = releases = orgasms 



 

 

268 

DAP = digital anal probe = finger in anus 
DATO = dining at the o = analingus 
DATY = dining at the y = cunnilingus 
DDP = double digit penetration, kitty and anus 
DS = doggy style 
Doggie = man behind girl, girl on hands and knees 
donation = payment 
Doubles = A threesome with two girls and you 
DDE = doesn’t do extras (PS only) 
DDG = drop dead gorgeous 
DFK = deep French kissing, open mouth with tongue 
DIY = do it yourself (masturbation) 
DP = double penetration, two guys on one girl 
escort = a temporary companion for hire 
facial = cumming on partner’s face 
FBSM = full body sensual massage 
FOV = finger outside vagina 
French = BJ 
French Kiss = Kissing with tongue insertion 
FS = full service = BJ + Sex 
Get Comfortable = get completely naked 
GFE = girlfriend experience. Typically BBBJ, CFS, DFK, DATY, and MSOG 
GFE lite = light GFE, girlfriend experience with CBJ 
GFE++ = RBGFE with extras (like CIM,swallow,greek) 
GND = girl next door 
Greek = anal sex, back door 
GS = golden shower = urination play 
GSM = g-spot massage 
happy ending = A handjob (usually) or blowjob after your massage 
hardwood floors = clean shaven kitty 
hat = condom 
HDH = high dollar hottie 
HJ = hand job = a manual / hand release 
HH = half hour 
HM = high mileage 
HWP = height and weight proportionate 
hooker = prostitute 
IMHO = in my humble opinion 
incall = You go to her place, or a place she designates. 
interpreter = condom 
Italian = penis rubbing between butt cheeks 
ISO = in search of 
kitty = vagina 
lapdog = person who worships providers to excess. 
LD = lap dance 
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LDL = low dollar looker (opposite of HDH) 
LE = ellie = law enforcement 
LK = light kissing, closed mouth 
MILF = mom I’d like to f-ck 
Mish = missionary position, or the SF Mission District 
missionary = man on top, girl on back 
mohawk = thin rectangular strip of pubic hair 
MP = massage parlor 
MP = multiple pops = multiple releases 
MSOG = multiple shots on goal = multiple releases 
non-pro = civilian, not a professional provider 
NSA = no strings attached 
outcall = She comes to your place, home, hotel room. 
OWO = oral without condom 
OWOTC = oral without condom to completion 
P2P = private to private, typically uncovered, rubbing of penis with vagina without penetration 
party hat = condom 
PIV = penis in vagina 
PL = Pathetic Loser 
PM = prostate massage or private message (inbox) 
PSE = Porn Star Experience 
raincoat = condom 
RB = myredbook.com 
RBGFE = myRedBook’s definition of GFE (BBBJ, CFS, DFK, DATY, and MSOG) 
Reverse cowgirl = RCG = girl on top facing away 
Reverse massage = you massage her 
rimming = analingus 
ROB = Rip Off Bitch 
Roman shower = vomit play 
RPG = role playing games 
Russian = penis rubbing between breasts = Pearl Necklace = titty fuck 
SC = Strip Club 
self-service = you masturbate 
shill = an insider posing as a satisfied customer 
SO = significant other 
SOG = shot on goal = one release 
SOMF = sat on my face 
south of the border = gential region 
southern france = BBBJ 
SP = Service Provider 
Spanish = ATM = ass to mouth 
spinner = very petite, thin girl 
starfish = anus, or girl that is unresponsive in bed 
STD = sexually transmitted disease 
stroll = path frequented by street walkers 
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SW = street walker 
teabag = man squats and dips balls in partner’s mouth 
TG = transgender 
TGTBT = too good to be true 
TIA = thanks in advance 
TLC = tender loving care 
TLD = topless lap dance 
tossing salad = analingus 
trip to islands = greek = anal sex 
troll = rude and hideous PL 
trolling = Posting thinly disguised ads in a discussion forum 
TOFTT = Take one for the team. In reference to a new, non-reviewed provider. 
TS = transexual 
TUMA = tongue up my ass 
TV = transvestite 
two call system = For incall locations. Your first call is to set up the time and get the general 

directions on where to park. Your second call is made when you arrive to get the specific 
address / room number. 

UTF = Untranslated French = BBBJ 
UTR = under the radar, does not advertise 
WTF = What the fuck? (I’m rather surprised by this) 
XOXO = Kisses & Hugs 
YMMV = Your mileage may vary. Your service level could be different than reported by others. 

Applies to everyone, some more so than others. 
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