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The Maryland Network Against Domestic Violence (MNADV) is the state domestic violence coalition that brings 
together victim service providers, allied professionals, and concerned individuals for the common purpose of 
reducing intimate partner and family violence and its harmful effects on our citizens. MNADV urges the House 
Judiciary Committee to issue an unfavorable report on HB 149.  
 
The Maryland Network Against Domestic Violence is deeply concerned about the connection between sexting 
and teen dating violence. The use of coercion in sexting among children has been identified as an indicator of 
other forms of coercion that occur offline.1 In one survey of youth who reported at least one dating or sexual 
partner in the past 12 months, 12% reported coercive sexting victimization and 8% acknowledged pressuring a 
partner to sext.2 Other studies have identified a connection between victims who are coerced into sexting also 
being victimized by other forms of teen dating violence, including sexual, physical and emotional abuse.3 
 
MNADV does not believe that a child who consensually and voluntarily engages in sexting should be subject to 
arrest or prosecution. Sexting is emerging as a normal part of sexual exploration and development. Against the 
backdrop of the Court of Appeals decision in In re S.K., it is clear that legislative action is needed to ensure that 
young people are not criminalized for consensual behavior. However, any piece of legislation that seeks to 
address the issue of sexting must also contemplate and address the realities of coercive sexting and the possible 
republication of a sext received and forwarded by the recipient to others without consent. 
 
In HB 149, there is no type of sexting that would be subject to prosecution, even if it was the result of coercion, 
threats or other forms of abuse. 
 
For the above stated reasons, the Maryland Network Against Domestic Violence urges an unfavorable report 
on HB 149. 
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