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Introduction
Prostitution law in Nevada is often misunderstood as statewide legalization. Nevada permits a tightly
regulated licensed-brothel system only where state and local law allow it; prostitution and solicitation
outside that system remain criminal offenses. It is illegal in Clark County, which includes Las Vegas,
and local governments in other counties may prohibit or restrict brothels. (Nev. Rev. Stat. § 244.345,
2026) The original case study focused on photographer Marc McAndrews and proposed documenting
people working in Nevada brothels, but it framed sex workers as immoral and treated photographs as
automatic proof. A responsible case study must separate law from moral opinion, distinguish licensed
brothel work from illegal activity, and address consent, privacy, safety, power, and representation.
Photography can deepen public understanding, but it can also expose workers to stigma, family
conflict, harassment, or legal consequences if access and publication are handled carelessly.

Part One: The Legal Setting of the Project
Nevada Revised Statutes make prostitution unlawful except when it occurs in a licensed house of
prostitution operating under applicable county and local regulation. Counties below the statutory
population threshold may license brothels, but they are not required to do so; local ordinances
determine whether and where a licensed establishment can operate. Soliciting or engaging in
prostitution outside a licensed house remains prohibited, and other laws address pandering,
trafficking, coercion, minors, and related conduct. (Nev. Rev. Stat. § 201.354, 2026) These distinctions
are essential for a photographer. A person working legally in a licensed brothel occupies a different
legal position from someone offering services in a prohibited location. The project should not imply
that all sex work in Nevada is lawful or that licensed status removes every risk.

Licensed Brothels and Regulatory Control
Licensed brothels are businesses subject to local licensing, location restrictions, operator
requirements, and health regulations. Nevada health rules require testing and barrier protections
within the licensed system. Regulation can create a degree of workplace structure, but legality should
not be confused with complete safety, equality, or freedom from stigma. Workers may face house
fees, scheduling rules, screening, isolation, limited bargaining power, and restrictions imposed by
local government or management. Experiences differ among establishments and individuals. A case
study should investigate how regulation is lived in practice rather than assuming that licensing either
solves exploitation or proves that exploitation is unavoidable. It should also avoid describing brothel
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owners’ claims as objective facts without independent verification.

What the Law Does Not Resolve
Legalization within a narrow setting does not settle ethical and policy debates about sex work.
Supporters of regulated systems may emphasize safer indoor conditions, health protocols, screening,
and the ability to contact authorities. Critics may point to stigma, uneven bargaining power,
restrictive licensing, exclusion of people outside the system, and the persistence of illegal markets.
Sex-worker-rights advocates often distinguish consensual adult sex work from trafficking and argue
that criminalization can make workers less willing to report violence. Anti-trafficking organizations
warn that commercial sexual markets can conceal coercion. The photographer should not force every
participant into one ideological category. The project’s task is to document individual experience and
institutional context while maintaining a clear distinction between consensual adult activity,
exploitation, and trafficking.

Part Two: Defining Marc McAndrews’s Assignment
The client’s assignment should be framed as a long-form documentary investigation of licensed
brothel work and Nevada’s distinctive legal geography. It should not begin with the conclusion that
participants are immoral, desperate, or seeking “enjoyment.” The central questions might be: How
does county-level regulation shape work and daily life? How do workers understand autonomy,
income, safety, family, stigma, and exit options? How do managers, health officials, residents, and
advocates describe the system? How does the public image of Nevada prostitution differ from legal
reality? These questions preserve the original interest in poverty, marriage, and motivation but allow
participants to explain their circumstances rather than being assigned one cause.

Access Is Not Consent
Permission from a brothel owner does not automatically authorize photographing workers, clients,
private rooms, medical information, or conversations. Each identifiable participant must provide
informed and voluntary consent without pressure from management. Consent should specify whether
images are for research, a book, exhibition, news publication, website, social media, or future
licensing. Participants should understand that online images can be copied and remain searchable. A
person may agree to an interview but decline photography, approve a silhouette but not a face, or
permit publication under a pseudonym. Consent should be revisited before publication because the
consequences may become clearer after the session. The photographer should also explain that
complete control cannot be guaranteed once an image is public.
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Privacy and the Risk of Identification
Identification can produce employment discrimination, family conflict, custody disputes, stalking,
harassment, or disclosure of a legal name and location. A photograph that hides a face may still
reveal tattoos, room details, jewelry, voice, metadata, or relationships. Digital files should be
encrypted, access limited, and unnecessary location metadata removed. Notes linking legal names to
pseudonyms require separate protection. The project should establish retention and deletion rules
before collecting material. Photographers must understand that confidentiality promises may be
limited by subpoenas or law, and participants should not be misled about legal privilege. Where risk is
substantial, non-identifying imagery, participant-controlled self-portraiture, or composite
environmental photographs may communicate experience more safely.

Safety Planning for Everyone Involved
Fieldwork in a sexual-service workplace requires an agreed safety plan. The photographer should
work through authorized access, follow house rules that do not compromise ethics, maintain check-in
procedures, and avoid carrying unnecessary cash or equipment. No session should occur when a
participant appears intoxicated, coerced, distressed, or unable to consent. The project must not
obstruct work, expose clients, or create conflict among staff. If a participant discloses imminent
danger, trafficking, abuse, or a minor’s involvement, the photographer needs a pre-established
response based on law, professional duty, and consultation rather than an improvised promise.
Personal safety cannot justify deceptive or exploitative reporting; if conditions make ethical
documentation impossible, the session should stop.

Compensation and Undue Influence
Participants may lose income while being interviewed or photographed, so compensation can be
appropriate. Payment should reflect time and expertise rather than purchase a predetermined story
or risky disclosure. The amount and conditions must be transparent and should not depend on the
sensational value of the material. Management should not control individual payment or punish
refusal. The photographer must also decide whether commercial success will produce any further
benefit, such as licensing fees, copies, exhibition participation, or support for a community
organization. No model can eliminate power differences between a photographer who controls
publication and a participant who bears much of the reputational risk. Acknowledging and reducing
that imbalance is part of ethical practice.
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Avoiding the Poverty-Only Narrative
Economic need is relevant, but it does not explain every worker or every decision. People may enter
sex work because of income, flexible scheduling, debt, caregiving needs, migration status, prior
employment discrimination, curiosity, preference, coercion, or combinations of these factors. They
may feel autonomy in some aspects and constraint in others. A documentary that selects only stories
of desperation reinforces the idea that workers lack agency; one that presents only empowerment
can hide exploitation and inequality. The photographer should sample experiences deliberately and
allow contradiction. Participants should not be required to justify their work through either suffering or
celebration in order to be treated with dignity.

Marriage, Family, and the Boundaries of Relevance
The original essay treated marriage and parenthood as evidence of hypocrisy. That framing is
ethically weak and analytically unhelpful. A participant’s relationship or parental status is relevant
only when the person considers it important to the story or when the research question concerns
family negotiation, secrecy, care, or stigma. Questions should not presume betrayal, failed morality,
or danger to children. Partners may have different agreements, and family structures vary. Children
should never be identified or photographed without appropriate authorization and a strong public-
interest justification. The project should focus on how people manage boundaries and consequences
rather than imposing a single model of marriage.

Distinguishing Sex Work from Trafficking
Consensual adult sex work and human trafficking are not synonyms. Trafficking involves force, fraud,
coercion, or commercial sexual exploitation of a minor under applicable law. A person may experience
labor abuse or restricted choice without fitting a photographer’s simple category, and legal
determinations should be left to qualified authorities. Interview questions can explore control of
movement, documents, earnings, communication, threats, debt, and ability to refuse clients, but the
photographer should not conduct an amateur criminal investigation that increases danger. When
reporting trafficking claims, corroboration, survivor safety, and consultation with specialists are
essential. Conflating all workers with trafficking victims erases self-reported agency; ignoring coercion
in the name of agency is equally irresponsible.

Visual Strategy and Narrative Authority
The strongest images need not be explicit. Architecture, roads, signs, work preparation, empty rooms,
personal objects, desert geography, and interactions chosen by participants can show how law and
labor are organized. Participant captions or audio can give people interpretive authority rather than
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allowing the photographer to define every image. Sequencing matters: placing money, bodies, and
neon imagery together can reproduce stereotypes even when each photograph is accurate. The final
edit should include ordinary time, work, waiting, rules, relationships, and self-presentation. Where
feasible, participants can review factual captions and flag safety concerns without receiving a promise
to control independent reporting. This process reduces avoidable harm while preserving editorial
integrity.

Verification and Source Diversity
Five years of access can produce depth, but duration alone does not guarantee accuracy. Marc
McAndrews should verify legal claims through Nevada statutes, county ordinances, health regulations,
and qualified experts. Interviews should include workers with differing experiences, former workers,
brothel operators, local officials, public-health professionals, sex-worker advocates, trafficking
specialists, and community residents. Sources should be identified by role and possible interest.
Anecdotes cannot establish the prevalence of a motive or outcome. The final case study should
separate what a participant said, what the photographer observed, and what independent records
support. This distinction converts photographs from assumed “proof” into evidence interpreted within
a transparent method.

Publication and Harm Review
Before publication, the project should conduct a harm review for every identifiable person and
sensitive location. Questions include whether legal status could be misunderstood, whether a caption
reveals family information, whether an image exposes security procedures, and whether publication
has changed since consent. Legal review may be necessary concerning privacy, releases, trespass,
recording, defamation, and intellectual property. The photographer should plan corrections and
participant contact after publication, while recognizing that withdrawal may no longer be possible
once distribution begins. Marketing should not use sensational language that contradicts the careful
reporting. Ethical responsibility continues after the camera is put away.

Conclusion
Nevada’s prostitution laws create a limited licensed-brothel system rather than statewide legalization.
A documentary case study must distinguish lawful brothel work from prohibited prostitution, local
regulation from state permission, and consensual adult sex work from trafficking. Marc McAndrews’s
extended access could support a valuable visual record, but cameras, travel funds, and notes are not
sufficient resources. The project also requires legal research, individual consent, privacy protection,
safety planning, fair compensation, diverse sources, secure data, and a publication harm review.
Replacing moral labels with careful questions does not prevent critical analysis. It allows the
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photographer to examine poverty, agency, family, regulation, stigma, and coercion without reducing
participants to stereotypes or using exposure as the price of being heard.
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