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Sex, violence and work: transgressing binaries, and the vital role of services to sex workers in public policy reform
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Introduction
In this chapter I develop a feminist analysis of the relationship between sex, work, and violence in order to challenge binary thinking (sex as work or sex as violence) in relation to sex work, and argue for analysis that disrupts binaries and fosters collaborations with women working in the sex industry using principles of participatory action research (PAR). I argue, that in collaborating, in sharing our differences and similarities, we can work together to develop knowledge that is interpretive, interventionist and action oriented, and that creates change and makes interventions in policy and practice. Within the current socio-political context of sex work in the UK I examine: safety and violence as the basis for collaborative work across binaries; the vital importance of services to sex workers as part of this process; and the impact/importance of governance that engages and works with complexity and promotes social justice in contrast to that which re-creates binaries/ liminality and the illusion of justice (however, well intentioned). The chapter is illustrated with art forms created by sex workers as part of a research project commissioned by Walsall South Health Action Zone and undertaken by the author and Rosie Campbell.
Context and Background
Feminist sociological and criminological research on sex work  offers a wealth of rich phenomenological and epistemological data about  women and young people’s lived experiences;  social exclusion; the endemic nature of male violence; structural, cultural  and psycho-social alienation; as well as documenting and actioning  resistance to these sexual and social inequalities  in the form of advocacy, justice for women,  networking, the development of support services to women, and, recently, unionization (Augustin, 2005; Campbell et al, 1995;  Cusik and Berney, 2005; Edwards 1993; Hester  and Westmarland 2004; Mathews and O’Neill, 2003; McKintosh, 1978; Melrose et al 1999; Mcleod 1982; Phoenix 1999; O’Connell-Davidson 1998; and  Sanders 2005). Many of us since 1982 have argued that the social organisation of prostitution is linked to poverty.
One of the most significant aspects of contemporary heterosexual prostitution is that prostitutes, women are grappling with their disadvantaged social position in the context of a capitalist society.  Recruitment to the ranks of prostitute is not appropriately characterised as only concerning a small group of highly deviant women. It is secured by women’s relative poverty still being such that for large numbers sex is their most saleable commodity (McLeod 1982:1)
Poverty and economic need are the bottom line for entry into street based sex work, linked also to drug cultures and the intersection with sex markets (May et al, 1999; Hunter and May, 2004). The socio-economic disadvantages experienced by this diverse group [sex workers] foster processes of social exclusion (Campbell and Kinnell, 2001; Pearce et al, 2002; O’Connell-Davidson, 1998; Scoular, 2004).  Social exclusion is not just defined as poverty and economic need but also as cultural, emotional, and associational exclusion – including both psychic and social alienation (O’Neill, 2001).  

At around the same time as Mcleod was working and writing, Maureen Cain (1990) was developing a theory that made important interventions in feminist criminology. ‘Transgressive criminology’, constituted by reflexivity, de-construction and re-construction towards  creative political change, sought to go beyond the traditional limits of feminist criminology, presented by Cain as a three pronged focus on: unequal treatment; the nature of female criminality; and women as victims. In the prostitution literature we find reference to all three modes of understanding women’s involvement, routes into, and sustained involvement in selling sex, as well as more transgressive models .
The nature of female involvement in selling sex has been treated in an essentialist way in both policy and the academic literature, involving the construction of fixed notions of male and female sexuality and/or the nature of female criminality.  Susan Edwards (1993) documents accounts of immutable male/female sexuality and how these impact upon law and the operation of justice. Yet there is a wealth of research that focuses upon women’s involvement in selling sex due to being victims of sexual exploitation, poverty, and male violence. Safety and violence is another key theme that I would like to highlight in this chapter and indeed I argue is a focus for potential collaborative work that transgresses the current binaries operating with respect to feminist research on prostitution. The complexities of understanding sex markets and women’s involvement have led to a bifurcation in feminist responses between feminists who argue that prostitution  is violence and abuse and those who argue that selling sex is ‘work’ – sex work - for those who choose, albeit pragmatically to sell sex, and that  they should have the protection of labour law as well as criminal law.
One camp argue that women selling sex are exploited by those who manage and organise the commercial sex industry, notably men, and that this serves to underpin and reinforce prostitution as a patriarchal institution just as patriarchy is implicated in  all women’s lives  and gendered relations.  The unequal exchange of sex and access to a woman’s body in exchange for payment – albeit a bed, money, a meal - prioritizes the capitalist exchange value of women’s bodies and undermines the feminist project which includes challenging sexual and social inequalities and the endemic nature of male violence against women.  On the other hand, prostitution is embedded in patriarchy and capitalism  and underpinned by sex worker rights, and thus  selling sex is defined by the second camp as work, often within the context of severely limited options for women and the fact that sex work is a ‘constituent part of national economies and trans national industries within the global capitalist economy’  (Kempadoo and Doezema 1999:8). Sexual labour is a primary source of profit and  the commercial sex industry operating beyond street sex markets makes a huge revenue (see Sanders 2005; 13-20 who divides the sex economy in Britain into six distinct markets1).  Moreover, in recent years,  within this context of globalization, changing patterns of consumption, and the growth of the commercial sex industry, if women selling sex were able to do so freely, with the attendant rights of other workers and citizens, then  violence would be drastically reduced and women would not be suffering such endemic levels of violence and losing their lives. Kinnell documents the murder of eighty four sex workers  in the UK since 1990 (Kinnell 2006). To this figure we must add the murders of  five women in Ipswich over a period of ten days in December 2006. The illegal nature, particularly of street based sex work, leaves women extremely vulnerable to violence, abuse and homicide and, as Teela Sanders makes clear, “relying on the rhetoric of a moral order and public nuisance that frames women either as nefarious outcasts that need containing or as innocent victims that need protection and relocation is a dated and unrealistic reflection of the majority of women who sell sex in Britain”(2006:111).
I argue here, as in earlier work (O’Neill 2001)  that it is essential that we explore ways of transgressing these binaries.  Social stigma, taboo and prejudice are embedded in social structures, processes, law and the public imagination and serve to reduce and set limits to citizenship rights and social justice for women who sell sex.  This is reinforced by the current Home Office Coordinated strategy on prostitution, especially for women working on the street (Phoenix, this volume). My own position (O’Neill, 2001) is a combination of the two positions outlined above in that I am committed to challenging sexual and social inequalities and the abuse and exploitation of women, young people and children, and I am committed to opening up the intellectual and practical spaces for women working in the sex industry to speak for themselves, from multiple standpoints, as critical feminist praxis.  Whilst I would like to imagine a time when women do not have to exchange  access to their bodies for money, a roof, a meal or  because of the pressure from boyfriends, pimps, traffickers, and significant others (and remain vehemently opposed to the abuse of women and children through forced entry into prostitution), I do respect the choices that women make, especially within the context of limited options, advanced capitalism,  and globalization that include the opening up of trans national markets, (see Kempadoo and Doezema, 1999; Augustin, 2005; 2006). I am vehemently opposed to women having no choice in these matters as a result of  trafficking or exploitation and remain committed to the inclusion of women in the development of policy and reform. 

The influence of western Marxism, competing feminisms, ethnography, and the postmodern turn in ethnographic research have led me to explore alternative ways and forms of re-presenting women’s lived experience. Through ethnography and participatory action research I seek to work with the stereotyped subjects of research, to include women in the research process without reducing them to versions of ourselves.  In this I have been influenced by cultural criminology and cultural sociology and also informed by equality feminism, difference feminism, and postmodern feminisms (Buikema, 1992).  This combined approach produces strategies and a theoretical position that transgresses the binaries between the two positions of ‘prostitution as violence’ and prostitution as ‘sex work’ and also negotiates a centre ground.  Ethnographic and participatory research grounded in the multiple standpoints of the co-creators (women) of the research and rooted in critical theory is my chosen method.  This method privileges women’s voices and triangulates these voices with cultural texts, such as the photographs in the next section, that can provide a feminist perspective, and analysis through ‘feeling forms’ that can impact on our ‘understanding’ of prostitution and feed into policy making as well as feminist politics and practice.

The works of Cain and Mcleod (both op cit) chime well with my own feminist project. I have been researching prostitution since 1990 from the perspective of feminist critical cultural theory, and more recently have identified this work (especially the creative, visual methodologies I use) as situated within the field of cultural criminology (O’Neill 2005). Much of my research has involved combining ethnographic approaches with visual methodologies and action oriented research praxis.  I am personally committed to feminist, participatory, multi-agency approaches and finding ways of working with women, young people, communities,  support projects and agencies to inform and create change, and  remain firmly committed to participatory action research approaches, not just methodologically, but as a philosophical, moral stance. By this I mean that I am constantly aware, personally and politically that the relationship between knowledge, power and justice (especially when taking participatory approaches) is vital in order to produce purposeful knowledge –praxis- that challenges and seeks to transform sexual and social inequalities.

Returning to Cain’s Transgressive Criminology, methodologically participatory action research (PAR) is a very useful method/methodology for developing a politics of inclusion and grasping the complexity of current debates on prostitution as well as for offering a critical reading of the current highly contradictory approach to prostitution policy reform documented in the Home Office National Coordinated Strategy (January 2006).  Reflexivity, deconstruction and reconstruction are key ingredients of PAR as outlined below.   In the Home Office strategy, involvement in selling sex appears to be incompatible with dominant meanings of citizenship (see Scoular and O’Neill, 2007), in that  the strategy takes the stance of  zero tolerance to street based sex work with a focus upon compelling women to exit from prostitution. Jane Scoular and I have argued that premising social inclusion on forcing those who continue to sell sex on street to exit may fall foul of the norms of citizenship and inclusion apparent in the strategy and make social outcasts of those who refuse to accept victim status,  rehabilitation and forced exit. We also argue that the strategy  fails to engage with either the complexity of women’s lives or an ethics of inclusion (Scoular and O’Neill 2007). As such it is an example of the operation of the  moral forces of authoritarianism (Phoenix and Oerton 2005 and see Phoenix, this volume). A major concern is that the very support services which currently offer non-judgemental, holistic services to sex workers may be compelled to focus instead primarily on exit strategies, tied to strategy specific funding streams. PAR is an approach which  can feed in to more varied and user friendly policy reforms.
The potential of participatory action research (PAR)

William F Whyte (1989) and Orlando Fals Borda (1988), two major proponents of PAR, suggest that PAR can advance sociological knowledge in ways which would be unlikely to emerge from more orthodox sociological research. For Whyte, the element of creative surprise (that can come for example, from working with practitioners, sex workers, residents in areas affected by street sex markets as co-researchers) is a central aspect to conducting participatory action research and advancing social-scientific knowledge.  For Fals Borda the sum of knowledge from both participants and academics/researchers allows us to acquire a much more accurate picture of the reality we want to transform, and may give us a new paradigm. Fals Borda defines PAR as anticipating postmodernism, for it drew on a range of conceptual frameworks to guide  fieldwork: western Marxism, phenomenology and classic theories of participation including action, and yet went beyond them (Fals Borda,1999:1).
In my usage PAR combines critical theory, lived experience, and praxis and involves creative visual methodologies as illustrated below. Maria Mies (1991) talks about the integration of research into the emancipatory process and how, in her fieldwork women sharing the reality of their lives with other women raised questions for the women and their value systems, in such a way that a deconstructive process of ‘un-learning’ or critical testing took place in relation to that which women previously experienced as ‘natural’ ‘normal’ or  ‘universal’ as a result of  their socialization.  Each group of women brought their ‘affectedness’ (subjectivity and concern) into the research process and this led to sharpening and extending perceptions and prompted new questions (reconstruction). For Mies (ibid), all this was possible because the research situation did not represent a power relationship (see also Hanmer and Saunders, 1984).
What is PAR?
Participatory action research (PAR) is a methodology which encompasses social research, action or intervention, and the production and exchange of knowledge from a grass roots perspective. Typically it enables the participation of the very people who might be the subjects or even objects of traditional research methods.    PAR seeks to develop knowledge leading to social change by valuing the knowledge and experience of community members.  PAR can  give voice to marginalised people (without reducing them to versions of ourselves); enlighten and inform; raise awareness; make visible people’s experiences and ideas for change (for example the visual artistic can say so much more than words alone and reach a wider audience); and feed into social policy.  PAR is interpretive, action oriented and interventionist and is constituted by:

· Inclusion – the stereotypical subjects of research can be  included as co-researchers
· Participation – achieved through authentic participation/collaboration not tokenism
· Valuing All Local Voices - it involves people in theorising their practices, as a learning process and it does establish “self critical communities” and critical analyses2.
· Community Driven Sustainable Outcomes – it is a political process and develops shared responses that emerge from inclusion, dialogue, learning, and  differences.
Reflexivity is a key component.  Reflexivity is understood as; ‘the capacity of researchers to reflect upon their actions and values during research, whether producing data or writing accounts’ (Seale 1998, pp …). ‘Our everyday practical  accounts  are not only reflexive and self referring , but also constitutive of the situations to which they refer’ (Jary and Jary 2001:550). In conducting PAR with women and young people selling sex (and refugees and asylum seekers), my aim is to recover and re-tell  narratives of lived relations, experiences, meanings, practices and actions through immersion in their narratives. This process involves a high degree of reflexivity through  immersion, dialogue, discussion and data collection followed by (not necessarily in a linear fashion) the critical distancing and reflexivity involved in interpretation, commentary and criticism.  The aim throughout is the production of purposeful knowledge-praxis with the stereotypical ‘subjects’ of research. Social exclusion fosters a culture of silence and when researching sensitive issues PAR can provide safe spaces for dialogue. Moreover, it is inter-subjective, interpretive and action oriented.
PAR including creative and visual methodologies highlights the need  for us to focus upon social justice which is distributive, cultural and associational (see Young 1990 and Fraser 1997; 2000) and also upon cultural citizenship (Pakulski 1977).  Cultural citizenship includes the right to presence and visibility rather than marginalisation; the right to dignifying representation rather than stigmatisation; the right to identity and maintenance of lifestyle  rather then  assimilation to the dominant culture as the bases on which to build a radical democratic approach to prostitution reform in the UK ( O’Neill 2006b; Scoular and O’Neill 2007).

In PAR research commissioned by Walsall South Health Action Zone in 1999 (and running from 2000-2002), Rosie Campbell and myself aimed to involve communities themselves in the research process and produce research that informed policy development in order to improve the quality of life of communities. We interpret ‘communities’ as including sex workers.  The research included partnership working across a number of agencies, the training of community co-researchers (residents) and the undertaking of creative consultation through arts based workshops ( a combination of PAR and participatory arts - PA) alongside qualitative interviews, focus groups, observation and a sex worker  questionnaire.  Outcomes so far include a report ‘Working Together To Create Change,’ an art exhibition – ‘Safety Soapbox’, and a pamphlet ‘What You Told Us About Prostitution’ published by members of the community who were dissatisfied with the responsible authorities responses to the research recommendations and wanted to produce something in order to keep the issue and dialogue on the local agenda (all available on www.safetysoapbox.co.uk ).  The collaboration was also written up in a book chapter with the community co-researchers ‘Red Lights and Safety Zones’(2004). PAR and PA offer the opportunity through reflexive practices for deconstructing and reconstructing the problem of street based sex work in Walsall through: providing the opportunity for reflection, dialogue and creating arts work that makes visible the participants’ concerns, ideas and hopes.  A key finding was the focus on Safety by all three groups with whom we conducted creative consultation: young people in looked after accommodation; residents living in areas of street sex work; and women selling sex. The following images3 illustrate at a feeling level the issues that women selling sex are experiencing and help us to develop a better understanding of concerns around safety.

Fig 1. Tools of the Trade. ‘Condoms are so important. I wouldn’t go to work without them – it’s a matter of life and death.’






Fig 2. Tips of the Trade. A woman who has experienced many violent attacks documents her safety tips and at the same time we see the desire of the male gaze - ‘punters’ in the fragments of her body on display here. ‘Women working on the streets need to be aware of safety issues to protect themselves and save their lives.’
Fig 3. Looking for the Feeling. A young woman produces a piece that reflects her feelings and could be interpreted at a number of levels - looking for emotional warmth, a feeling relationship,  a connection with a potential client that indicates if he is ‘safe’ or not. ‘When a car pulls up I look into the driver’s eyes to help me decide if my life is safe or not. It is down to instinct.’


Fig 4. He went for my face, but I stopped and he stabbed me in the arm. ‘Working on the street can lead to violent situations – Our Lives are At Risk’
The suggestion here (but see also O’Neill, 2001; Campbell and O’Neill, 2006) is that, contextualised within the pioneering work of Mcleod, Cain, Hanmer and Saunders, and Mies (all op cit) in collaborating, in sharing our differences and similarities, we can together develop work that is interpretive, interventionist and action oriented, that creates change and makes interventions in policy and practice and that can transgress binaries.  Within this context I want now to say something about: safety and violence as the basis for collaborative work across binaries; the vital importance of services to sex workers as part of this process; and the impact/importance of governance that engages and works with complexity and promotes social justice in contrast to that which re-creates binaries/ liminality and the illusion of justice (however, well intentioned).
Safety versus Violence as the bases for collaborative work

Violence against women selling sex is endemic. Low levels of reporting and the marginal status of women who sell sex contribute to their vulnerability to sexual violence.   Stigma, taboo, prejudice, ‘traditional’moral regulation that deems street sex workers to be in need of rehabilitation and further dis-empowers women, and ‘new’ moral regulation that represents women  who do not exit as ‘other,’ as  marginal, as  liminal, as beyond citizenship and inclusion, and ultimately  helps  to support discourses of disposal (Lowman 2000). 

 I am not alone in arguing that even legal commercial sex is bedevilled by law enforcement strategies that ‘prevent neither violence, not exploitation, nor even public nuisance (Kinnell, 2006:164). There is also a growing chorus of voices arguing that the ‘discourse of disposal’ of sex workers elaborated by residents, by the media, the police, and the law enhances the vulnerability of the sex worker to crimes of violence, stigma, and legal bias while making exit more difficult (Bridgett and Robinson, 1999; Lowman, 2000:987).
The current national coordinated strategy on prostitution helps to frame street based prostitution as a nuisance to communities and as a crime against moral order and public decency, and off street prostitution as tolerable within certain limits.  Within a discourse of moral and political marginalisation  the addition of a discourse of zero tolerance plays a major role in  the marginalisation of women who sell sex  and  also ‘creates a social milieu in which violence can flourish’ (Lowman 2000:1009). In mapping out the contours of the discourse of disposal he maintains that

1. legal structures promote victimisation;
2. prostitution takes place in illicit markets; 
3. there is convergence with other illegal markets;
4.   together this alienates prostitutes from protective sources/forces.
This takes place within the context of global capitalism, consumerism,  the growth of a broader sex industry that makes huge revenues, and the feminisation of poverty. 

What this means effectively is greater levels of alienation from cultural citizenship and from social justice for women selling sex, especially on the street. And, what is most disturbing is that in the interests of safety and challenging violence, zero tolerance approaches actually offer little in the way of preventing violence against women,  because any attempts to create  the conditions for holistic social justice and cultural citizenship  are seen as condoning sex work. Zero Tolerance is antithetical to social justice for street sex workers. 
Thus, we desperately need to build bridges across the divisions between sex as work and sex as violence. We can and should disrupt the binaries in our collaborative work through  renewing methodologies,  developing participatory approaches that lead to  policy oriented praxis and focus our collaborations on safety and violence, social justice, citizenship and governance. 

In a publication in 2000 Rosemary Barberet and myself argued that in part  intervention strategies that were free from value judgements and which targeted women’s needs offered the most effective approach to addressing violence – as part of a multi-stranded approach that includes law reform (O’Neill and Barberet 2000:135-7).  The  role of support projects is vital to a multi-stranded approach. Promoting safety and challenging violence can be one of the bases upon which we foster collaborations that transgress binaries - especially with regard to feminist discourses and public policy.  Services to sex workers, both voluntary (a range of sex worker support services exists nationally and most are affiliated to the UK Network of Sex Work Projects (UKNSWP)) and statutory (nurses, counsellors, doctors, social workers, drug services working with projects, independently or through GU medicine) are key collaborators.
Services to Sex Workers
Support services emerged in the late 1980s funded by  resources that were created to stem  what was called the aids pandemic. HIV prevention monies were targeted at prostitutes who were seen to be possible vectors of transmission to the general population. I had the privilege to be part of the development of POW! A pioneering project in Nottingham, and also a witness to the work of Karen Hughes (Health Authority) who ran an outreach service for   Nottingham’s sex workers  and went on to develop and manage the Health Shop – a drop in service for all users, offering non judgemental, open access  to all comers in addition to excellent  services.  I was also  inspired by the work of SAFE and Hilary Kinnell whom I met in 1990 in the process of the Nottingham based work that ran from 1990 -1994, and undertook collaborative work with the then sex worker project (now the Women’s Project) in Stoke on Trent.
Drawing upon work by Jane Pitcher (2006:236) support services currently respond to a multiplicity of needs by providing 
· sexual health  support and advice to marginalised groups, 
· general health, welfare  and legal advice, 
· drug  and alcohol treatment and prevention services, 
· violence and safety support and advice, 
· housing and homelessness support, 
· arrest referral and court diversion schemes (in Manchester and Coventry) 
· some projects undertake prison visits, 
· mediation with local communities, and
· exiting support.  

These services reflect the needs of women as documented in a range of research that highlights low self esteem, violence, drug and alcohol abuse, homelessness, harassment from police and communities, a revolving door experience with the criminal justice system, difficulties accessing statutory services, and sexual health needs. Pitcher (2006:247) recommends that where projects can link with criminal justice agencies there is the possibility for integrated service provision but more importantly, that in the transition to exiting or temporary exiting different stages emerge for women dependent upon their complex and unique personal experiences, relating to life stages, the need for seasonal work, or short term needs for additional resources  
My concern is that current public policy reform will impact upon service provision and the effectiveness and principles of good practice currently in operation in support services by compelling a shift in service provision to meet funding criteria tied to government targets.  The UKNSWP4 suggests the following good practice principles of: user focused, user led/involvement, safe space, outreach services, holistic, partnership working, information sharing and harm minimisation as central to the work of projects. These are the backbone of quality services offering support to street based sex workers.
There are clear  difficulties  in delivering good practice in a climate of criminalisation, zero tolerance, and discourses of responsibilisation, rehabilitation  and disposal, with exiting as the sole route to inclusion and citizenship.   Projects may inevitably steer their work to exit in relation to funding streams and targets and a change in culture may emerge that will serve only to reinforce a discourse of disposal (for those who do not or cannot choose to exit) and put women at greater risk of violence and abuse.  Currently, resources and funding are major barriers to projects providing holistic services and insufficient funding can lead to limited services and closure.

It is clearly important that we acknowledge the impact of public policy reform as it currently stands, and ask ourselves whose knowledge counts in contributing to reform.  My suggestion is that researchers, academics, and policy makers focus upon working with women, projects, agencies, residents and communities through PAR methods in order to develop radical democratic change and collaboration across binaries. This will make it possible to challenge, address, and change sexual and social inequalities. As Scoular  and O’Neill (2007:000) write, in terms of services to sex workers  there is no one size fits all and  ‘more nuanced understandings are necessary in order to develop public policy reform and social awareness that reflects this very complex social issue’.   
The impact of governance and ‘social justice’
Governance and the shaping of public policy reform on prostitution focus upon partnerships, and the co-ordination of welfare and  policing to enforce the law and to divert, deter, and rehabilitate women who sell sex on street. We need an analysis of progressive governance in this area, and although this is outside the remit of this paper, it is vital that this takes place. I suggest here, and elsewhere5, that a renewed research agenda that uses social justice and cultural citizenship as the leverage on which to base a radical democratic approach to prostitution reform is necessary.  Thus, from the standpoints of feminist and critical criminology (that values phenomenological  research  as well as action research utilising PAR methodologies) we might engage with  the  theories and practices of governance  and seek transformative change through dialogue and by imagining a radical democratic politics of prostitution reform with the very women who are the current subject-objects of reform.
In this chapter I  have  argued that concerns about the Safety issues and the endemic nature of Violence experienced by women selling sex should be at the centre of attempts to develop a transgressive feminist analysis of the relationship between sex work and violence using participatory methodologies. Feminists in this area working together across the binary thinking (sex as work or sex work as violence) to develop knowledge that intervenes in policy and practice is crucial   to the development of more women centred policies and reform.  Zero tolerance of street based sex work is not the answer, as it leads to the increase of risks to sex workers who do not or cannot ‘responsibly exit’. Instead we could advocate a shift to holistic support in the vital role of sex worker support projects. To fully understand and seek to transform prostitution policy and reform practices, we need to engage with broader governance on this issue to promote social justice for all women by working together across the divide between sex as violence and sex as work.  We can create change  by working with women, intervening in issues of governance,  and valuing the excellent work undertaken by sex worker projects which are providing support services to meet the complex needs of this highly marginalised, stigmatised and vulnerable group: street based sex workers. 
Notes

1These are: licensed saunas, brothels, working premises, escorts, working from home and street markets.

2 “This critical analysis will help the participatory action researcher to act politically by (a) involving others collaboratively in the research process and inviting them to explore their practices, and (b) by working in the wider institutional context towards more rational understandings, more just processes of decision-making, and more fulfilling forms of work for all involved” Taggart, R 1989 ’16 Tenets of PAR’  http://www.caledonia.org.uk/par.htm#1.

3 All images can be found following the ‘Gallery’ link at www.safetysoapbox.co.uk
4The UK Network of Sex Work projects facilitates networking, mutual support and information for sex worker projects as well as providing a voice and common reference point. It offers a web-based resource and archive, and good practice guidelines, and runs a working group on ‘Safety, Violence and Policing’ as well as conferences.
5  Scoular, J. and O’Neill, M (2007) ‘Inclusion/Exclusion and the Politics of Prostitution Reform’ British Journal of Criminology, September  2007.
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