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About Since | Am Not a Woman

Randy Orton is a sexist if he’s really insinuating that
because Kelly may have had sex with a lot of dudes (again,
I don’t know, I'm going on what he is saying) that this
makes her willfully perceivable as a lesser because of it.
Here’s an idea: sex is pleasure. And Kelly got into the
business during her maturation as a woman. (Let’s not
forget that she was signed to the business at 19 as a

massive sex object character.)

Of course, this doesn’t and shouldn’t matter, but
comments like Orton’s are why feminism in all of its

shades exist. That sort of “she had sex with ten different



guys” putdown blames the woman for enjoying sex and
then that blame is expanded on by OTHER WOMEN
who get this sense that the issue has validity. And men
objectify women under the assumption that “we can’t
understand them! Look at how crazy they go when they

have multiple sex partners!”

Again, Orton should have known better, but he won'’t get
the blame for it, because he never does. Really, it should
be the system of why “this matters” to us that blames us.
One of my favorite comments from the Punk shoot
Monday night was his reiteration of the stories of fans
who wait out at the airports trying to get a Punk
autograph at 5 am just to sell them on eBay. They live in
this world where wrestling STARS are the obsession, but
not the obsession of “this guy/girl/being is cute or good at
what he does”. No, they have to know if they would like
the guy in real life. (Believe me, I relegated myself a long
time ago to realizing CM Punk would pick on me for
being a dork and uncool.) And chances are, other than

getting a genial “hey, he’s cool,” we’ll never know. And



we shouldn’t. I'm not going to be Randy Orton’s road
buddy. Nor should I.
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WhyR-Rpsrf I b Ambw Pf mbco
Win World Championships, At Least In The
Near Future

Before I start, let me say that the headline is purposefully
showy and sensationalist to make sure that my first
paragraph de-fangs this point. I love heel R-Truth and
Cody Rhodes. Both guys are carrying themselves with a
unique brilliance that has turned people I can’t stand into
a suddenly interesting commodity worth my attention. But
they shouldn’t win the World title because their
characters don’t hold a need to it, and moreover, because

their characters gain nothing out of winning as a catharsis.



The brilliant part about Cody Rhodes’ newly minted
psychotic streak is the mix of hammy acting that feels
more out of a 19508 B-movie and the idea that this
character could have been done in any time in the past
thirty years and been just as effective. That it is done now
of course adds to the context, but nothing about a title
run, save an angle where the MacGuffin world title could
“save Cody’s self-aggression, only for the belt to mean
nothing to Cody’s happiness” seems to add a real layer to
this character that I want to see expanded all the more

over time.

Also, R-Truth doesn’t get anything from his conspiracy
save the potential to follow in the shoes of King Booker as
a black world champion. But as a character, R-Truth
should feel screwed. It is in his essence that no matter
what, he can’t reach the big achievement. Sure, we can
spin a way to keep the character similar with a World title
around his waist, but why should we? Why should R-
Truth the delusional jackass be happy? I'm not saying I
want this all to end on Sunday, god no. But Truth is much

stronger hunting down the Little Jimmies of the world and



blaming his problems on everything but himself. And
that’s the brilliance of the character. But we have to
remember the point of the delusional jackass: to be seen in

their delusion and caught into a swirl of failure.

R-Truth is an Aesop villain. Cody is stronger being held

into darkness.



Might as well comment on this.

If we're getting scandal and creep-heavy and I'm going to
pretend that my proper knowledge of -isms is up to grasp,
then we have to bring up the Rogan and Rampage debacle
forming. Now, I must admit at first glance that I don’t
agree overly with the tone of the article because it feels
less like a “this comment is seriously stupid” and more of a
generalization of what Joe Rogan is. It doesn’t matter to
me if Rogan is playing internet tough guy or not, because
that probably shouldn’t be the issue at hand.



But we’ll get a few points out before I relate to this in
comparison to an -ism or so in saying that I think there is a
dangerous line between railing against these comments and
say, watching pornography. I will admit to both of these
things because I feel there is a caveat that Rogan’s
comments are missing: porn’s object is to objectify both
men and women. There are dangerous actions in
pornography, as in there seem to be no on-screen climax
allowed for women and even so, it has to be for the male

gaze. And of course, the word “cunt” is just as prolific.

But that’s the part where I feel the disconnect makes
sense. Porn, for better or worse, is a fantasy perspective.
It’s not an always agreeable perspective and needs a lot of
work to treat sex in a serious manner, but it’s also not a
reallife circumstance. But treating pornography and its
nature of how men treat women has always been wrong
in reality. After all, going up to a girl and making out with
her is still a violation of her rights in any world and
language. Porn still has boundaries outside of reality.
Calling a journalist “cunty” because she dares to accuse a

weird guy who is a creep of being a weird guy who is a
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creep is wrong. Rampage’s behavior in public and the
things he’s done {1] do point to the fact that this man may

have issues with women.

And that’s where Rogan seems to try too hard to tow the
company line. The company line of a company that has
had its CEO rail against women’s MMA. The same CEO
calls a female journalist a “cunt” a few years back. And
yes, its fighters are allowed to be perceived as creeps. It’s
okay. Well, it’s not okay, but it’s par for the course with
legitimate sport. {2 In the matter at hand, Rogan’s just as

much running on the idea of a personal attack.

I know nothing about if Rogan is this super-jock
stereotype that he upholds and if he’s got a fucked-up gene
in him or not. I think men don’t realize their worldview is
damaged until the end of their days and certainly until
validated, their view on women is hard to avoid being
“fucked up” as well. And Rogan’s personal life points
more to the big danger of the world: negative experiences

create incorrect resentment. [3]
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Hell, even Vince McMahon, whose own daughter didn’t
stop angles about bra & panties matches and barking like
dogs and Mr. McMahon trying to have sex with those
greedy gold-digging divas, seems to have been forced to
have his own worldview altered even if only to attract
sponsors. Kharma’s speech on Raw would not have
happened in the same timeframe that Umaga brutalized

Maria on an average Raw.

So basically, what I'm getting towards is that the issue is
complicated. I hope the uproar at least puts forward the
issue of UFC'’s treatment of women, but I also realize that
it feels like the new company is the scapegoat. Because
honestly, it’s really only time and expressing hope for
tolerance (and giving an outcry when that takes a step
backwards) that leads to any sort of positive change. We'll

see.
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Notations:

1. There is a famous bit during Rampage’s season of The
Ultimate Fighter where he would say “Titties” for no
reason at all. Simply for the humor of the word. This is

one of his “charming moments.”

2. And admittedly, Rampage hasn’t had a public scandal
in comparison to Kobe Bryant or Ben Roethlisberger or
the Jets locker room in some of the more frightening
instances in recent memory. And for the record, a woman
doesn’t draw out these accusations for attention because
for fuck’s sake, do you seriously want to live with “whore”
and “slut” accusations for a long time like that? (This isn’t
even mentioning the stories related to the Kobe case, but

we’ll save that for another time.)

3. Incorrect resentment is why racism and sexism still exist

today, honestly.
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Checks and Balances, Volume 1: Observing
the Criticism of the Observer

I listened to the monthly Fair to Flair show this week, and
I'll get the requisite gushing and biased stuff out of the
way because I'm way more curious in reacting to K
Sawyer Paul’s points about the F4W /Observer and its
faults/successes in how it treats wrestling. I want to be
(oh god) fair to the sides I think can seem reactionary, but
I also know that there are a lot of completely accurate
problems. I'll save those for the end because I feel good
about that.
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Clarifiers:

“Why do we demonize Eric Bischoff for still focusing on
ideas from the gos that don’t matter anymore while we
allow guys like this to focus on ratings when they don’t

matter anymore?”

It’s the whole artists not in power are artists criticizing.
When we are not placed at a position of power, it seems
to be a lot more “clear” what the problems of a logic train
are even when we ourselves follow that same train. This
isn’t even a criticism against Alvarez, because if Roger
Ebert held himself to not criticizing movies better than
Beyond The Valley of the Dolls, we would not have some
of the sharpest criticism to ever exist. Of course, I digress,
because that is a point about legitimate criticism versus

using facts to drum a point over and over again.

“They still operate under the mandate that a company
cannot just ‘be’. { The company] has to be super hot and
totally popular and everybody cares about it, or it just

needs to not exist anymore.”
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This is especially prescient in F4W'’s coverage of TNA to
where literally any point that is TN A-centric eventually
goes on to the following three statements: (1) “They don’t
know what they’re doing.” (2) “But the house shows are
awesome because they aren’t written.” (3) “Everyone

would be better in a different company.”

This expands to another part of the criticism. I think
Razor or Mann pointed out that the site is actively
rooting for them to fail, which is fascinating considering
Alvarez’s ridiculous rant about the “gold boat.” {1] I don’t
think this is entirely true, although, there’s still some
bitterness about how “Vince operates” from the guys ever

since the media shutdown around 2002. 2]

I actually think in a scary capacity, it is assumed that what
they do will affect the product positively. Instead of
criticizing the media, their reporting suggests that they
want to become it. (Hell, you may even argue that it
worked in the case of the original “Christian attacks Jeff
Hardy” story from 2008.) Not only that, active failure for
wrestling means Bryan would have to do MMA reporting
exclusively. You know, the field where ESPN, Versus,
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Yahoo, Ariel Helwani, et al. already have a series of great

journalists covering every step.

“But you want to know why {the writing] isn’t better?
Because they get the hits anyway, so who cares? They

don’t take pride in their work.”

This is a situation where I agree wholeheartedly but more
because the writing of that site in particular falters
because it is overly exhaustive. A typical weekly Observer
is around 25,000 words or more (not including double-
issue weeks after a tragedy, for instance), same with the
Figure Four Weekly. I seriously have always thought that
there needs to be a serious change in that constant. No
work poured out by a deadline of that length will ever feel
like it is anything more than needless and certainly will be
far more at fault than it should be. I love writing, but if I
wrote 25,000 words about one subject a week, I would
hate everything about the job. This isn’t a justification for
this, more a “dude, you can lay back” thought.
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Hell Yes, This Is Accurate:

“There’s this intense focus on the business and the
numbers and building up a match the same way to
maximize business revenue as opposed to good, creative,

actually compelling stuff.”

This is actually a Jason Mann quote, but it emphasizes
everything that now in 2011 truly annoys me about
wrestling journalism. Let me give you a spoiler for the
next six months of ratings: Raw stays at around a 3.0,
Impact around a 1.2, Smackdown around a 1.8. 140,000
people buy a WWE pay-per-view for the next three
months. Peaks and valleys do not matter in the same way.
Unless you hear word that Raw is cancelled, there is zero
reason in this day and age to even care what Raw makes.
Hell, shows on NBC are getting picked up for new seasons
for getting ratings lower than Raw’s weekly numbers. For
the last time, the numbers don’t matter unless you're
Vince McMahon or Dana White.

“They take the worst forms of cheap link-bait journalism

and they mix it with terrible grammar and bad editing, if
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there’s any editing over there, and they make you pay for

”»

it.

Agreed, but with the even more hilarious caveat that “but
we have radio shows!” equals Les Thatcher being deeply

confused by Chikara’s existence. {3]

“You know what company isn’t doing as well as they used
to? All of them.”

Brilliant, Ray Zor for the win. Another Razor point to

close:

“I think there’s a decrease in interest in WWE in general

and that’s okay to admit out loud.”

Amen. Amen.
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Notations:

1. There was an episode of Impact that was assumed to be
really bad by Alvarez and he went on a ridiculous rant
where he said that he wants all the companies to be
successful because it would mean more money for him,
enough money to buy a “gold boat.” And you wonder

why serious wrestling journalism doesn’t exist.

2. After the Invasion and such, Vince McMahon decreed
that only “legitimate media” (aka newspapers, radio
stations, TV stations) were the only ones to be allowed
access to his wrestlers. At the time, Alvarez and Meltzer
hosted a show on Eyada.com that eventually moved to the
Sports Byline radio network, and long story short, because
they wrote “dirtsheets,” they were not granted the guests
that were all over the shows before. This 1s also why most
random Observer news items are written in a manner that
suggests opinion in as much as fact, without journalism
editing or even access to a source that can’t be anything

other than anonymous, it will always look utterly gossip-y.
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3. For the Tom Holtzermans of the world, an episode of
Les’s show once showed excitement for the news of the
imminent sale of Chikara to “an entertainment company in
Los Angeles.” This news was the storyline that led into

the 2011 season. No buyout. Or anything.
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Khar ma, Private Lives, and Feminism

I must admit that I will never know the experience of
being a woman. While I subscribe to feminist doctrine for
the most part, a key part of the realizations of feminism is
that I admit that there are privileges to being a man that
make my life easier. The same could apply to being white
and so on. Anyways, I begin with this point since there’s
an awful ot of “-isms” to study when talking about the
Kharma situation, but I also feel even more fascination on

why this relates to her.
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As it turns out, wrestling’s never been the most overtly
feminist industry ever in its lifetime. In fact, until the
launch of Shimmer Women Athletes, there was arguably
zero presence of anything other than cheesecake women'’s
wrestling in the United States. It summed up the era of
the previous decade when a former glamour model became
known as the best women’s wrestler of the time period.
No offense to Trish Stratus, but the honors she earned
and the chances she got were obtained because of the
truest nightmare of feminism: she was attractive to boys

and so her overt sexuality transcended even her work.

Obviously, Kharma is an entirely different deal. Her
appeal is because of her monstrous athletics and pure
badass style. She is likened more to monsters like Vader
and Yokozuna not because “lol, they’re fat” but because
they were easy to sell as a threat. To say that Kharma is a
feminist would be to pry even more into her life than
we've already done. {1] However, she is a subversion of
nearly every misogynist and stereotypical trope of
wrestling. Her weight, as according to her Shimmer bill, is

“none of your damn business.” Her original name,
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Amazing Kong, is a pisstake on the African-American
“gorilla” stereotype. (It is, of course, a tribute to Aja Kong
first and foremost, but it certainly applies as well to the
idea of the pisstake on stereotypes.) And hell, she was so
good that Kurt Angle praised to the hills the idea of a
Kong/Angle match during her TNA run.

But wrestling and wrestling fans always find a way to
remind us of our hang-ups. Even I instantly gave too much
credence to the idea that Kharma'’s mysterious “nine-
month” absence. 2] And there was this weird dichotomy
of responses. There was the typically annoying responses
that went like “Bro, did you impregnate her?” and
basically served to outright mock the idea that god forbid
someone find this woman attractive. Maybe that was the
biggest problem of all: the story seemed to de-mythologize
this beastly character to being a woman. And maybe we

as male wrestling fans wanted to do that.

The introduction of Kharma played off on the concept
that the character was out to destroy the typical “WWE
diva.” Hell, she may have even been out to destroy such a

silly term as “diva” outright. Within a month of her hype
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videos, the anticipation was at a fever pitch. But even that
anticipation had this weird undercurrent. I always
wondered if the reason we were so excited for Kharma
was based on the idea that someone “good” would get

over in the WWE system or if we just hated the divas.

I still don’t know if the undercurrent ever undid itself.
There felt like an awful lot of borderline creepy responses
waiting for that one point where Kharma destroys Kelly
Kelly. The sympathy, even in the smart fan “suspension of
disbelief” sense, seemed completely absent. And there’s a
layer where even feminism breaks down. We're not likely
to talk the WNBA with a feminist because in such an
aggressive environment, fans will always pick the sport
where loads of men can dunk and loads of women can

merely block.

Still, it’s hard not to find a response to a woman'’s
mysterious nine-month absence that leads to the
assumption that she’s pregnant. It’s totally unfair and kind
of a sad truth about women in common life. If something
happens that “coincidentally” was said to be a symptom of

a feminine happenstance, many men will make the
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assumptions of pregnancy or PMS or any other ridiculous
series of causes that serve to undermine a woman’s privacy
and private functions. I didn’t really care if Kharma was
pregnant or hurt or what-have-you, but unfortunately, fan
curiosity also got the best of me because frankly, it would

suck if she was gone for a long period of time.

Unfortunately, curiosity is a bit dangerous when it pries
into the lives of performers. With it, the revelation of
Kharma'’s apparent pregnancy is now more than out in the
open. I'd imagine it upset the real person, Kia Stevens,
behind the character and more importantly, it shows
negatively for us as wrestling fans. While we treat our
favorite performers like gods, we also have to remember
standards. There’s also the value in realizing a woman'’s

private life is especially prescient to keep just as private.

And maybe this is one of those growing patterns. I'm not
saying we all have to be stereotypical bra burners, {3] but
this is one of those times where a lesson should be forced:
If someone’s hurt, you'll know about it eventually. If

someone’s pregnant, you’ll know about it eventually. If



anything happens, for god’s sake, you’ll be able to tell.
Your wrestling media doesn’t have to be TMZ.

26



Notations:
1. Thanks, wrestling fans.

2. As it was put by Bryan Alvarez, in the Wrestling
Observer daily update.

3. Of which zero of my feminist friends are. Oh god, I'm

bragging about friends in an essay, kill me.

27



28

Ufm2q rf _r @p mu |

As I get older and realize how much “art” and “content”
we as a species have in this crazed digital world, I think it
gets to a point where I can’t tolerate as much — for lack
of a better term — shit as I used to. I don’t mean in the
aggressive “I'll punch you out” way. I mean in the
intellectual sense of “if your point doesn’t hold my
interest, I will begin to not care, possibly permanently.”

This is when having only two dominant companies run by
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rigid older people hurts the viewer’s perception as a

whole.

It’s not that the annoying “who is the true Mexican”
storyline is more annoying and stereotypical than any
other racial storylines in the near 2o-year history of
RAW. It is that I don’t care for it as a motivation for a
match any longer. There are ways to play off stereotypes
in art for an amazing point, but this effort reeks of
Unfortunate Implications. Rey is the cheered face because
“he was born in America.” Alberto is the heel because
“he’s full Mexican.” Never mind that I have watched
Smackdowns (thanks for forgetting about that on RAW,
by the way) and seen these two guys fight a quarter of a

billion times.

This is one of the core problems with professional
wrestling. Weekly television means that it is extremely
easy to feel burn out. Friends of mine often take the post-
Werestlemania season as a rough guideline to stop
watching until it gets interesting. I even followed that
myself for a few weeks and went right back to it when I

watched this segment of RAW. I'm not interested in race
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as a component for art, especially because I live in
Alabama. Wrestling should make us uncomfortable, yes.
But it should be for the reason art brings up
uncomfortable things: to expand on a deeper
understanding of that issue. After all, this is why
Mysterious Skin or Requiem for a Dream contain people
violated sexually, physically, and emotionally but the art
and content of the work is worthwhile, while the typical

Lifetime original movie is hogwash.

Of course, we might just have to wait and see for the

intellecc of mo



