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Frequently Asked Questions about AB 2441 
 

 
Q: Why not target all strip clubs? Why only those that serve alcohol? 
A: While all sexually oriented businesses’ activities play a causal role in the victimization risk, the 
consumption of alcoholic beverages on the premises of sexually oriented businesses exacerbates the 
negative secondary effects. This isn’t about alcohol — this is about rape. People may choose to focus on 
the alcohol but what this is really about is sexual violence.  Rape occurs under all kinds of conditions, 
sometimes alcohol is involved, but invariably sexual objectification is present. 
 
Q: Does AB 2441 quell freedom of expression for dancers in strip clubs? 
A: The Texas Supreme Court upheld the constitutionality of a similar law in 2011. Combs v. Texas 
Entertainment Ass’n, Inc., No. 09-0481 (Texas Aug. 26, 2011). The United States Supreme Court 
declined to take the case. 
 
Q: What can rape crisis centers do with additional funding? 
A: Rape crisis centers throughout the state could apply such additional funds toward counseling, legal 
advocacy, community education, prevention programming, shelter and policy advocacy. These are 
services that are essential to not only addressing to immediate response to rape, but that also will 
prevent future instances of sexual violence, including assaults that occurs due to proximity of strip clubs 
within individual communities. 
 
Q: Why can’t rape crisis centers provide such services with current funding? 
A: The State of California General Fund only provides $45,000 to rape crisis services. The $45,000 is 
supposed to be spread amongst 84 rape crisis programs throughout all 58 counties. In the past year, 
about 30,000 Californians accessed crisis intervention services, which means the state only allotted 
about $1.50 for each person served. While 30,000 is a sizable number of Californians, it is a small 
percentage of the real number of survivors in the state. 
 
Q:  Why target small businesses? Doesn’t this unfairly tax one business sector in the community? 
A: Strip clubs produce entertainment for consumers, but they also contribute to a culture that tolerates 
the objectification and sexual exploitation of women in cultures plagued with rape. With AB 2441, strip 
clubs demonstrate an accountability to communities for what is negatively produced by their 
businesses. 
 
Q: How will you insure that the business won’t just pass the tax on to their employees? 
A: The bill explicitly states that a sexually oriented business may not pass the imposed tax on to the 
employee or contractor of the sexually oriented business. That said, in support of the workers, there is no 
prohibition from educating strip club employees of this factor in the bill. 
 
Q: Aren’t the beneficiaries of this legislation profiting from women’s sexual objectification? 
A: Ending sexual objectification is a larger ideological concern that requires major shifts in our culture. 
However, it is everybody’s business to do his or her part to end sexual violence. With AB 2441, the entire 
state of California benefits via increased and improved sexual assault prevention and intervention, public 
safety and law enforcement efforts. 

Q: Why not tax pornography instead? 
A: This tax differs from a pornography tax because the creation and distribution of pornography is a form 
of free speech, which makes a tax challenging. The Sexually Oriented Business Tax is a minimal 
restriction that is unrelated to content, but associated with each patron’s visit. 
 
	  


