Is working for the ‘exposure’ a satisfactory situation for an up-and-coming creative artist?
From an actor’s perspective 

My immediate response to this question was, yes, it is a satisfactory situation for a new artist to work for exposure because they need that kickstart into the industry. However, when you compare the creative industries to other industries such as engineering or science, I don’t think I have heard of anyone working for ‘exposure’. So why should actors? Is our work not valuable enough, is it not worth it? ‘The presumption that creatives can provide free work needs to be challenged’ (Young-Powell, A, 2018)
 Some may argue that ‘exposure’ provides opportunities to meet new people and build connections throughout the industry. Networking. I do agree with this because the fact is that a variety of people will see your acting and they may see something in you that will suit a role they have been casting for. This opportunity is sadly only for the lucky few. When acting and going through the process of working you have no control over who will see your performance and how far the ‘exposure’ will reach. The truth is there is no guarantee of future opportunities so is it worth it at all? ‘People who’ve been in the game a long time look back and say they’ve taken a lot of unpaid work and its directly led to nothing’. (Young-Powell, A, 2018)
 From a young age I have always noticed the separation of subjects. The creative and the academic and it’s the same with the professions themselves. There is this divide in respect that specific jobs are getting. Every profession should have the same respect even if people don’t value them the same way. However, in the acting industry the disrespect comes from inside the industry itself from the second directors, casting agents ask you to work for free for a professional production. Therefore, working for exposure reinforces the idea in people’s mind that our work is unvaluable and should be done for free. This can really harm the industry's future because this will put off so many young creatives looking for a start in the industry. If they are constantly being told our work is not worth being paid, then there is a very good chance they will leave the industry before ever getting started. 
I think that as a new actor starting out you need ‘exposure’ to be able to start to build yourself up within the industry but what is it. It can mean ‘the state of having no protection from something harmful’ (Oxford Languages) Ironic. In the acting industry ‘exposure’ means people knowing your face, your voice and its mean other creatives seeing you to then keep a note of your talent for future productions. But nowadays just being casted by your agent is difficult due to specific casting calls so getting work from ‘exposure’ is very rare.
[bookmark: _Int_TLkLJXAI] In addition, as an actor you need to acknowledge what ‘exposure’ will lead you to. Is it popularity or the possibility of more jobs? 'The general consensus is that a very small percentage of actors make it big. This number remains close to Samuel Arbesman’s calculations in which only 0.04% of the overall acting population become famous.' (Martins, A no date). Personally, ‘exposure’ would be beneficial to me if it got me more acting jobs, I'm not bothered about people knowing my name, in the famous way, just want to get more acting work to do the thing I love. Also, you need to consider before taking that work if the exposure will be good or bad. Will your talent shine through or will you be dressed as a bunny for easter just to build your CV, still it could show great acting but at the end of the day people will associate you with that role which could be harmful to your career as you are just starting out.
[bookmark: _Int_zmRnE5jW]Personally, I would recommend looking at the experience that a job might offer even if the supposed payment is ‘exposure’. Look at what you can learn from the opportunity. Experience is always going to be a good way of building your creative self. Even if it's one day on a stage or two days working on a film set. Even if money isn’t involved, the skills you will obtain within those days will stay with you throughout your career as an actor. Then by gaining more experience you can continue to develop those skills. The creative industry should be about collaborating and creating shows and art that reflect the world and inspire people of all backgrounds. But to be able to do the work actors do we need to survive which means we need money to buy food and pay the bills. Going back to my point of how is it only the creative professions have the expectation of we can work for free? Also, with the rising costs of everything it's just impossible to just work for exposure. And we shouldn’t be expected to. Our profession is not any less valuable than other people’s professions. 
If the cinemas were all to closed, all theatres shut down because of actors not being paid for their work. The world would be very boring, and you would only have the news to work. So, if you find one good reason why ‘exposure’ is a good form of payment, there are maybe three counter arguments. To conclude, working for ‘exposure’ isn’t a satisfactory situation for any artist but sometimes it’s the only one we got. 
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