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The Austra lian response to ‘10 Reasons for Not Legalizing Prostitution’1  

by Scarlet Allianc e, Austra lian Sex Workers Assoc iation 
 
This Sc arlet Allianc e paper, on beha lf of our membership  and  with input c anvassed  
genera lly from sex workers in Austra lia , add resses the Janic e Raymond  paper ‘10 
Reasons for Not Lega lizing  Prostitution’  .   
 
As the sex industry in Austra lia  is regula ted  by Sta te and  Territory law, and  eac h sta te has 
a  d ifferent model of regula tion, Austra lia  c an be c onsidered  a  c ase study of the impac t 
of various models of sex industry law. Sc a rlet Allianc e, as the na tiona l peak sex worker 
organisa tion in Austra lia , with a  membership  of ind ividua l sex workers and  sex worker 
organisa tions, networks, p rojec ts and  groups is well p lac ed  to speak to the impac t of 
suc h models on the persona l and  work life of our membership : sex workers in Austra lia . 
 
Lega lisa tion and  dec rimina lisa tion a re two separa te regula tory frameworks with 
d ifferent outc omes and  impac ts on sex workers.  
 
In the Austra lian Sta tes tha t Raymond  refers to as lega lised , the industry is in fac t 
regula ted  by a  lic ensing  framework. The lic ensing  model inc ludes the development of a  
Government body2 to regula te the lic ensing  of sex industry businesses, opera tors, 
managers, and  in some c ases sex workers. This is a  c omplex model whic h results in a  
sma ll perc entage of the industry opera ting  lega lly with, in some c ases, extreme and  
illog ic a l c ond itions regula ting  day to day opera tion. In both Sta tes it is the regula tions 
determined  by the Government body regula ting  the lic ensing  system whic h introduc ed  
the most p rob lematic  c ond itions.  
 
Any nega tive impac t of this model of regula tion does not signify proof that legalisation 
is not effec tive as there have been positive outc omes for sex workers opera ting  in the 
lega l sec tors. The nega tive outc omes of lic ensing  frameworks rela te to regula tions and  
c ond itions tha t a re illog ic a l and  not evidenc e based . Many ind ividua ls have little 
c hoic e but to opera te outside of the lic ensed and  therefore lega l industry when the 
regula tions over-regula te the industry. It must be noted  tha t anti-sex work feminists have 
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1 Raymond, J., 10 Reasons for Not Legalizing Prostitution, 1993, viewed 10th May, 2007 
<http://www.rapereliefshelter.bc.ca/issues/prostitution_legalizing.html. 
2 In Queensland the Government body is the Prostitution Licensing Authority, www.pla.qld.gov.au. 
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lobb ied  for heavy regula tion of the sex industry and  have p layed  a  role in c rea ting  the 
existing  unworkab le lega l frameworks.  

-  

1. Legalization/ dec riminalization of prostitution is a g ift to p imps, tra ffickers and the 
sex industry (Raymond, 2003).  

Austra lian response: Notab ly Austra lia  does not have a  c ulture of ‘ p imps’  involved  in the 
sex industry (AFAO, 2000)3.   

Sex Industries when regula ted  by polic e a re susc ep tib le to polic e c orrup tion. Polic e 
demand ing  pay-offs and / or sex in exc hange for not c losing  businesses/ arresting  sex 
workers is well doc umented  when the sex industry is c rimina lised .4   
 
One of the ma in reasons New South Wa les dec rimina lised  the sex industry was to 
remove polic e as the regula tors of the industry to d iminish polic e c orrup tion. Many sex 
workers from the time before dec rimina lisa tion saw polic e as the Austra lian equiva lent 
of p imps.  
 
Dec rimina lisa tion has been effec tive in reduc ing  polic e c orrup tion in NSW.  
  
Austra lia ’s experienc e - Dec rimina lisa tion of the sex industry reduc es polic e c orrup tion. 
Within a  dec rimina lised  sex industry, sex industry businesses are regula ted  like other 
businesses eg . inspec tions by the loc a l government and  workp lac e hea lth and  sa fety 
authorities. Businesses a re authorised  and  zoning  is regula ted  by c ounc ils. Sex workers 
a re not c rimina ls and  their work p lac es a re not illega l. As suc h, sex workers advoc a te for, 
and  expec t to have, the same rights as other workers. The likelihood of c rime being  
reported  to polic e has inc reased . 
 
 
A strong and  voc a l sex worker rights movement has g iven a  voic e to the sex worker 
c ommunity in Austra lia  for over twenty yea rs, informing Government polic y, addressing  
myths and  stereotyp ing  in the med ia  and  informing other sex workers of their human 
and  c ivil rights. The forma tion of c ollec tives and  lobby groups and  the ©unionisa tion© of 
sex workers has seen a  onc e isola ted  and  segrega ted  group  of ind ividua ls bec ome a   
c ommunity, c oming together in loc a l, na tiona l and  interna tiona l networks and  
advoc a ting  for rights as workers and  as c itizens, irrespec tive of the lega l environments 
they work in. 
 
Other fac tors whic h have c ontributed  to the empowerment of Austra lian sex workers 
inc lude:  
Supportive lega l frameworks tha t remove c rimina l sanc tions aga inst sex workers and  our 
c lients. This has enab led  sex workers to openly d isc uss and  negotia te sex with other 
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3 AFAO and Scarlet Alliance, Model Principles for Sex Industry Regulation, 2000, viewed 10th May, 2007 < 
http://www.afao.org.au/library_docs/policy/sex_law.pdf> 
4 Fitzgerald (Qld) & Woods (NSW) Inquiries into Police Corruption and charges laid in Western Australia against 
Police.  
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c onsenting  adults (our c lients) whic h in turn reduc es the possib ility of c onflic t and  has 
inc reased  our ab ility to effec tively introduc e sa fer sex p rac tic es into our sexua l 
enc ounters with c lients, thereby reduc ing  our risk of HIV and  STI transmission.  
Funded  sex worker c ommunity organisa tions tha t enab le us to c ome together to have a  
voic e on polic y, inform Government, be represented  on Government bod ies, 
pa rtic ipa te freely, and  determine the key issues a ffec ting  sex workers with a  high level 
involvement of sex workers, inc lud ing   c onsulta tion with sex workers who a re unab le to 
pa rtic ipa te d irec tly.  It should  be noted  tha t the issues a ffec ting  sex workers in Austra lia  
as defined  by sex workers are not reflec ted  in the Raymond  doc ument. In fac t, sex 
workers in Austra lia  have openly questioned  the agenda  behind  Raymond  et a l. and  
the perpetua tion of a  fa lse and  mislead ing  understand ing  of the outc omes of sex 
industry regula tion in Austra lia .  
Anti-d isc rimina tion leg isla tion in three Sta tes of Austra lia  has c rea ted  a  lega l framework 
tha t supports sex workers to address d isc rimina tion under the Anti-Disc rimina tion Ac t. 
Inc lusion in anti-d isc rimina tion leg isla tion has begun to add ress systemic  d isc rimina tion 
send ing  a  c lea r message to Government agenc ies, servic e providers, polic e and  the 
genera l c ommunity.  
 
Whilst CATW members have suggested  tha t they support dec rimina lisa tion of sex 
workers, the group  has NOT taken any pub lic  ac tion in Austra lia  to support the c a lls by 
sex workers in Austra lia  for dec rimina lisa tion of sex work. This has inc luded  a  request by 
sex workers for a  member5 of the CATW to sign a  petition supporting dec rimina lisa tion of 
sex workers in Western Austra lia , reversing  laws whic h heavily c rimina lise women. The 
request was refused .  
 
Sc arlet Allianc e believes tha t the ‘ support for dec rimina lisa tion of women in p rostitution’  
is a  pub lic  line by CATW to ga in support from  women genera lly. However, there has 
been no ac tive ac tion or support from CATW to p rogress dec rimina lisa tion, even though 
CATW has lobb ied  strong ly for other sex industry law c hanges in Austra lia .  
 
The stereotypes rela ting  to underage sex workers, p imps and  d rug use have been used  
to justify further c rimina lisa tion or regula tion of the industry. Often these issues a re 
foc used  upon a t the expense of oc c upa tiona l hea lth and  sa fety. (AFAO, 2000) 

2. Legalization/ dec riminalization of prostitution and the sex industry promotes sex 
traffic king (Raymond, 2003).  

Austra lian Response: There is no evidenc e tha t sex tra ffic king  is inc reased  in jurisd ic tions 
with either a  lega lised  or dec rimina lised  sex industry. In fac t, New Zea land  and  Austra lia  
have a  low inc idenc e of sex tra ffic king .  

As Austra lia  has severa l d ifferent sex industry regula tory frameworks, inc lud ing  the 
c rimina lisa tion of sex industry businesses in three la rge Sta tes, any sex tra ffic king  tha t 
does oc c ur c an not be a ttributed  to lega lisa tion or dec rimina lisa tion.  

�������������������������������������������������
5 Sheila Jeffreys was approached by a SWAG (Sex Worker Action Group) member following the UWA Institute of 
Advanced Studies Future of Gender Research Workshop in 2001. 
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In fac t, the Austra lian report for Beijing  +10 and  CEDAW ac knowledge tha t 
inapprop ria te anti-tra ffic king  responses have inc reased  sex workers vulnerab ility.6 

3. Legalization/ dec riminalization of prostitution does not c ontrol the sex industry. It 
expands it (Raymond, 2003). 

Austra lian Response: The size of the Austra lian Sex Industry has not expanded  in the 
Sta tes and  Territories tha t have a  dec rimina lised  or lega lised  sex industry.  

A c la rific a tion needs to be made tha t dec rimina lisa tion and  lega lisa tion as sex industry 
regula tory models do not seek to c ontrol the industry but ra ther to regula te the sex 
industry.  Like other businesses and  workp lac es, sex industry businesses need  to be 
regula ted . The sex industry does not need  or require extra  regula tion. When the sex 
industry is sing led  out as need ing  extra  regula tion over other businesses, it is usua lly 
bec ause regula tors a re a ttempting  to a ffec t p rohib ition ra ther than lega lisa tion. Indeed , 
extra  regula tion often simp ly enac ts systemic  d isc rimina tion aga inst sex workers, and  
their workp lac es. 

Sex workers benefit from a  d iverse c hoic e of workp lac es. Sex workers a re not a  
homogenous group  and  like a ll other workforc es, ind ividua l sex workers have varied  
requirements for suitab le workp lac e arrangements.  

Austra lia  has a  c ulture of sma ll home based  businesses tha t opera te with little to no 
impac t on the rest of the c ommunity and  p rovide smaller, sex worker c ontrolled , 
workp lac es. Larger sex industry businesses often have a  higher turnover of c lients (a re 
busier) and  suit sex workers who may p refer not to be responsib le for manag ing  a  
business (advertising , phone enquiries, overheads, etc ).  

4. Legalization/ dec riminalization of prostitution inc reases c landestine, hidden, illegal 
and street prostitution (Raymond, 2003).  

Austra lian Response: New Zea land  dec rimina lised  the sex industry in 2003. As New 
Zea land  is the only c ountry to dec rimina lise the entire industry, it c rea tes a  good  
example for a  c ase study of the outc omes of dec rimina lisa tion. A New Zea land  study 
has in its first stages found  ‘ tha t there has been no inc rease in the number of street 
based  sex workers’  sinc e dec rimina lisa tion of the sex industry.’ 7 

It is a lso inc orrec t to say the lega lisa tion inc reases c landestine, illega l and  street 
p rostitution in the Austra lian c ontext. The lega lisa tion framework Raymond  refers to is a  
lic ensing  framework. A lic ensing  framework, by its intention, d ivides the industry into 

�������������������������������������������������
� �Carole Shaw, 2004 Centre for Refugee Research Women Taking Action Locally and Globally Outcomes 
Document, 2004 
 
7 "The Christc hurc h Sc hool of Med ic ine is a lso undertaking two estimates of the number of sex workers in 
New Zea land . Find ings from the first estimate, when c ompared  with a  simila r survey done in 2003, ind ic ate 
that there has been no inc rease in the number of street based  sex workers sinc e prostitution was 
dec rimina lised ." http :/ / www.justic e.govt.nz/ p rostitution-law-review-c ommittee/ index.html 
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illega l and  lega l opera tions. In this way it is the lic ensing  framework itself whic h makes 
sex industry opera tions (inc lud ing  many ind ividua l sex workers working  p riva tely) illega l.  

This is not an outc ome of lega lisa tion but is the outc ome of an over-restric tive lic ensing  
model.  

Raymond  sta tes “ In New South Wa les, b rothels were dec rimina lized  in 1995. In 1999, the 
numbers of b rothels in Sydney had  inc reased  exponentia lly to 400-500. The vast ma jority 
have no lic ense to opera te. To end  endemic  polic e c orrup tion, c ontrol of illega l 
p rostitution was taken out of the hands of the polic e and  p lac ed  in the hands of loc a l 
c ounc ils and  p lanning  regula tors. The c ounc il has neither the money nor the personnel 
to put investiga tors into b rothels to flush out and  p rosec ute illega l opera tors” . 

NSW does not have a  system of lic ensing  brothels or ind ividua ls. It took a  p ragmatic  
approac h tha t sought to minimize future potentia l for further c orrup tion by government 
offic ers and  unworkab le over regula tion. In 1995 signific ant law reforms were introduc ed  
through the Disorderly Houses Amendment Ac t. These reforms were a  d irec t result of the 
Wood  Roya l Commission into the NSW Polic e Servic e tha t identified  pervasive polic e 
c orrup tion in respec t to among other a reas, the sex industry.  

The amendment to the Disorderly Houses Ac t abolished  the c ommon law offenc e of 
keep ing  a  brothel. Counc ils were g iven powers to take ac tion in the Land  & 
Environment Court to c lose a  brothel in response to amenity c ompla ints from nearby 
residents or other land  oc c up iers.   La ter, regula tory responsib ility  was g iven to loc a l 
government pursuant to the Environment Planning  & Assessment Ac t 1979,  

The definition of a  b rothel inc ludes one person p remises whic h has led  to 
unsubstantia ted  c la ims tha t the number of “ b rothels”  in NSW has inc reased .  

Counc ils have suffic ient powers to regula te sex industry businesses - they have the same 
powers as they have to regula te a ll industries land  usage.  

5. Legalization of prostitution and dec riminalization of the sex industry inc reases c hild  
prostitution (Raymond, 2003).  

Raymond  has misrepresented  the find ings of the ECPAT 1998 na tiona l inquiry ‘Youth for 
Sa le’ .  

Raymond  sta tes:   “ Child  p rostitution has d ramatic a lly risen in Vic toria  c ompared  to 
other Austra lian sta tes where p rostitution has not been lega lized. Of a ll the sta tes and  
territories in Austra lia , the highest number of reported  inc idenc es of c hild  p rostitution 
c ame from Vic toria . In a  1998 study undertaken by ECPAT (End  Child  Prostitution and  
Tra ffic king ) who c onduc ted  researc h for the Austra lian Na tiona l Inquiry on Child  
Prostitution, there was inc reased  evidenc e of organized  c ommerc ia l exp loita tion of 
c hild ren” .  
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ECPAT reported  tha t for their ‘ na tiona l inquiry’  they ‘ surveyed  451 agenc ies, and  of 
those 258 were aware of inc idenc es of young peop le engaging  in c sa  [c ommerc ia l 
sexua l ac tivity].’  Of the 258 agenc ies, they reported  3100 young peop le c onfirmed  or 
believed  to be pa rtic ipa ting  in ‘ c ommerc ia l sexua l ac tivity’ . 
This inquiry d id  not, for ethic a l and  resourc e reasons, speak to or interview any young 
peop le d irec tly.  
 
Clea rly this methodology c an not be relied  on to p rovide reliab le numbers. Nor does this 
report make any link between numbers of youth p rovid ing  sexua l servic es and  the 
lega lisa tion of the sex industry. In opposition to Raymond ’s c la ims, the report lists a  range 
of fac tors inc lud ing  homelessness, no ac c ess to inc ome etc  as the reasons, the servic e 
p roviders interviewed  believed , for pa rtic ipa tion by youth in ‘ c ommerc ia l sexua l 
ac tivity’ . 
 
The report identifies limita tions of the inquiry as lac k of c ontac t with any young peop le, 
relianc e on servic e providers tha t d id  not keep  sta tistic s, inc onsistenc ies with the 
questionna ire and  tha t the da ta  has “ an unsteady sta tistic a l foundation” .8 

7. Legalization/ dec riminalization of prostitution inc reases the demand for prostitution. It 
boosts the motivation of men to buy women for sex in a muc h wider and more 
permissib le range of soc ia lly ac ceptable settings (Raymond, 2003).  

Australian response: Results of a large representative study of Australian adults, 
published in 20039 found that 15.6% of Australian men had ever paid for sex, and 1.9% 
had done so in the previous year. An earlier 1986 study, at which time the sex industry 
was illegal in every state, found that 19.2% had ever paid for sex, with 2.5% having 
done so in the previous year. This compares to studies in populations of European men, 
where from 6.6% to 39% of men had ever paid for sex, with the European average being 
around 15%. These same studies found that from 1% to 11% of European men had paid 
for sex in the previous year, with an average of 2-3%. Clearly, the legalisation or 
decriminalisation of sex work in Australia has not created increased demand. 

Legalisation does not result in uncontrolled advertising as may be understood from 
Raymond’s claim that ‘Advertisements line the highways of Victoria’. In fact, advertising 
is heavily regulated under the licensing framework in Victoria and would still be 
regulated under decriminalisation. Advertisements for sex industry businesses in 
Victoria are few and their depiction of women is far more discreet than advertisements 
for cars, chocolates, ice-creams, hair products etc. �

In our networks and communications with sex workers from Sweden, we have built an 
increasing awareness of the negative impact that the criminalisation of clients has had 
on sex workers. Most notably, the model has resulted in clients’ fear of visiting sex 
workers having negative repercussions for sex workers. As clients will not attend an 
indoor establishment or visit a home which might easily be under surveillance, sex 
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8 ECPAT, Youth for Sale, 1998, viewed 10th May, 2007, <http://www.childwise.net/young-people-and-prostitution.php> 
9 Australian and New Zealand Journal of Public Health, 2003 vol 27 No. 2 
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workers must now organise to meet clients in a public place or a hidden or quiet street 
or place determined by the clients. To sex workers in Australia, this means the usual 
control that sex workers have in determining where and when the interaction takes place 
would be removed and the clients demanding control of the service location in order to 
protect themselves from prosecution. Clearly this outcome is not a positive outcome for 
sex workers.  So rather than proving that by ‘prohibiting the purchase of sexual services, 
prostitution and its damaging effects can be counteracted’ as Raymond argued, the 
Swedish model has resulted in a cultural shift in how and where sex work takes place in 
Sweden and these changes include new and dangerous outcomes for sex workers.  

Sex workers have spoken out strongly against the Swedish model of sex industry 
legislation for a number of years now. The fact that Janice Raymond is advocating for 
the same is in direct opposition to what sex workers in Sweden say they need to protect 
their safety.  
 
Petra Ostregren in her paper ‘Sex Workers Critique of Swedish Prostitution Policy’10 
states that sex workers in Sweden ‘strongly discourage other countries from adopting 
similar legislation’. 

Rather than Sweden©s Violenc e Aga inst Women, Government Bill 1997/ 98:55 improving  
c ond itions for sex workers as desc ribed  by Raymond , a  loc a l sex worker exp la ins the 
laws ‘aga inst purc hasing  sexua l servic es have inc reased  the risks and  the violenc e 
aga inst sexworkers and  the law aga inst p roc urement make it impossib le for us to work 
sa fely’ .  

8. Legalization/ dec riminalization of prostitution does not promote women's health 
(Raymond, 2003).  

Many stud ies show tha t Austra lian sex workers enjoy better sexua l hea lth than the 
genera l c ommunity and  low ra tes of HIV/ AIDS.11 Whilst this a lone does not p rove tha t 
lega lisa tion or dec rimina lisa tion of the sex industry p romotes women’s hea lth, or even 
sexua l hea lth, it does refute any c la im tha t sex workers are not p rofic ient and  ‘ in c ontrol’  
enough to negotia te c ondom use.  Sex workers in Austra lia  report very high ra tes of 
c ondom use.12 
 
Nothing  p romotes women’s hea lth more than having  ac c ess to soc ia l justic e and 
equity. How c an women feel they have equa l rights to anything  when they and  their 
workp lac es are c rimina lised  with no rec ourse to the lega l justic e?  

9. Legalization/ dec riminalization of prostitution does not enhanc e women's c hoice 
(Raymond, 2003).  

�������������������������������������������������
10 Ostergren, P n.d., Sexworkers Critique of Swedish Prostitution Policy, viewed 1 June 2007, < 
http://www.petraostergren.com/content/view/44/67/>.  
11 Harcourt. C.,  
12 National HIV/AIDS Strategy 2005-2009 Commonwealth of Australia, 2005 
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Many sex workers in Austra lia  have desc ribed  their dec ision to work as a  sex worker as a  
dec ision made a fter c onsidering  a  range of op tions. To many, sex work offers grea ter 
flexib ility of hours and  the ab ility to ea rn la rger amounts of money in a  shorter amount of 
time – a llowing  single pa rents and  students, for example, to devote extra  time to their 
c hild ren or stud ies without sac rific ing  their inc ome. However, as sex workers are not an 
homogenous group , our motiva tions for entering  the industry a re d iverse and  uniquely 
ind ividua l. 

Raymond  misrep resents the interac tion between sex workers and  their c lients by her 
sta tement ‘Her c omplianc e is required  by the very fac t of having  to adap t to c ond itions 
of inequa lity tha t a re set by the c ustomer who pays her to do wha t he wants her to do.’   

In an interac tion between an ind ividua l sex worker and  a  c lient the c ontent of the 
servic e is, in most c ases, negotia ted  before the servic e begins and  on other oc c asions 
as the servic e is happening . In a  na tiona l ta lkfest of sex workers in Austra lia , sex workers 
desc ribed  the initia l negotia tion as a  time to set boundaries with a  c lient, determine the 
p ric e, introduc e sa fer sex d isc ussions and  make the c hoic e to agree to a  booking  or 
not.  

Raymond ’s assertion tha t sex workers will p rovide unprotec ted  sexua l servic es, or other 
servic es they do not want to p rovide, simp ly bec ause they a re offered  an extra  
payment, is a  perpetua tion of the myth tha t sex workers a re greedy or ‘money hungry’  
women without p rofessiona l standards.  

Sex workers regula rly determine not to do c erta in ac tivities or to refuse unsa fe servic es 
bec ause, like most peop le, their inc entive to stay hea lthy is strong. This is evidenc ed  by 
high ra tes of c ondom use amongst sex workers and  low ra tes of STIs.      

A c ha rac teristic  of c ontempora ry anti-sex work writings is the use of terminology tha t is 
both repugnant and  deroga tory toward  sex workers. Raymond  and other CATW 
members, inc lud ing  Sheila  Jeffreys, use the term ‘p rostituted  women’  even though sex 
workers have pointed  out the d isempowering  impac t of the term and  sta te tha t they 
feel its use is highly stigmatising .   

10. Women in systems of prostitution do not want the sex industry legalized or 
dec riminalized. (Raymond, 2003) 

Sc arlet Allianc e and  our membership  strongly refute Raymond ’s c la im tha t sex workers 
‘do not want the sex industry lega lised  or dec rimina lised ’ . In Austra lia , sex workers have 
pub lic ly c a lled  for the sex industry to be dec rimina lised  and  have done so c onsistently 
sinc e the mid  1980s.  

Sex workers and  our organisa tions and  regiona l and  interna tiona l networks a re 
advoc a ting  for the dec rimina lisa tion of the sex industry.  

Sc arlet Allianc e, the Austra lian Sex Workers Assoc ia tion, holds a  three day na tiona l 
forum eac h year. Sex worker delega tes from eac h Sta te and  Territory a ttend  as do loc a l 
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and  ind ividua l sex workers. The exec utive c ommittee of the organisa tion is nomina ted  
and  elec ted  a t the Annua l Genera l Meeting  a ttac hed  to the meeting . Sc a rlet Allianc e 
is informed  and  d irec ted  by its membership  of sex workers and  sex worker 
organisa tions/ projec ts/ networks and  groups. The dec ision to advoc ate for the 
dec rimina lisa tion of the sex industry in Austra lia  has developed  from strong 
representa tion by sex workers demand ing  dec rimina lisa tion to be introduc ed  into a ll 
Austra lian Sta tes and  Territories in Austra lia .  

Clea rly Raymond  has dec ided  to not rep resent the views of the pub lic ly expressed  c a ll 
for the dec rimina lisa tion of the sex industry by sex workers in Austra lia  and  many other 
c ountries, in an a ttempt to misinform readers.  

The Austra lian experienc e is tha t anti-sex work feminists have on many oc c asions 
misrepresented  the views of sex workers in order to p rogress their own agenda .  

Conc lusion: 

Sc arlet Allianc e and  our membership  strongly rec ommend  the voic es of sex workers 
should  be a t the forefront of any deba te rega rd ing  sex industry law. It is often the laws 
made with our ‘ p rotec tion’  in mind , tha t have the most devasta ting  impac ts on our 
work, sa fety and  persona l lives. An examp le of one suc h model is the Swed ish Model of 
sex industry regula tion whic h is p romoted  by anti-sex work feminists g loba lly, yet whic h 
Swed ish sex workers themselves experienc e as c ontributing  to unsafe workp lac es and  
work p rac tic es, and  d iminished  empowerment. ��
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