
 

 

 

HB 1281 

 

OPPOSE 
 

Women’s Liberation Front OPPOSES HB 1281 which provides that an abortion may 

not be performed before an ultrasound, within 24 hours after having an ultrasound, 

and cannot be performed further than 100 miles from the facility where the abortion 

is to take place. 

 

Women’s Liberation Front is a national secular nonpartisan 501(c)(3) nonprofit that 

works to restore, defend and advance the rights of women and girls. Infringing upon 

the reproductive sovereignty of women and girls reduces the female sex to property 

of the state to be governed by the external interests of others. To be recognized as 

independent and free human beings, no impediments to safe and legal 

contraception or abortion shall be placed upon women and girls. 

 

Many anti-choice organizations intentionally mislead the public by promoting lies 

and misinformation to support their ideologically driven positions that are 

unsupported by either science or evidence. The insistence on ultrasounds, often 

dressed as “in the interest of informed consent,” is one of their frequent assertions.   

 

In reality, ultrasounds are medically unnecessary and adds to the cost of abortion,1 

which may be the actual intent in requiring them. What’s more, women who choose 

to have an abortion see them as unnecessary and an invasion of privacy.2 While 

anti-choice organizations often claim 80% or greater percentages of women decide 

against abortion after being made to see an ultrasound of their fetus, they do not 

present their studies to support their claims and instead, cite their own opinions as 

sources.3  To their credit, most anti-choice organizations are very transparent about 

their political and religious beliefs, though the lack of transparency with their 

evidence is highly suspect. By comparison, one study found that when women 

deciding on abortion view an ultrasound, 98.4% choose the terminate4 and this 

study was made readily available to the general public through news outlets.5,6 

Ultrasounds before an abortion serves no medical purpose and is unnecessary 

emotional blackmail in an attempt to deter a woman from her choice to end her 

pregnancy. 

 

Further, the restriction on distance from the facility in which an abortion may be 

performed is another intentional hindrance to women seeking safe and legal 

abortion. Since the Dobbs v. Jackson Women’s Health Organization Supreme Court  



 

 

 

 

decision, women and girls have found themselves needing to travel a greater 

difference to seek care.7 Distance limitations to a facility in policy serves no medical 

purpose but is a frequent tactic employed to cut-off women from asserting her 

reproductive sovereignty and to push her further along a pregnancy she doesn’t 

want.  

 

Women’s Liberation Front does not support any ideologically or politically driven 

medical policies that have no basis in science and are unsupported by evidence, 

especially when they ultimately serve to harm and dehumanize girls and women. 

 

Women’s Liberation Front urges Maryland’s general assembly to decline passage of 

HB 1281 to protect women and girls from impediments to their humanity and 

reproductive sovereignty.   

 

 

Sincerely, 

 

Women’s Liberation Front 
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