


against her for choosing to protect the life of her unborn child. A right to refuse an abortion would 

offer little protection if intended parents could simply accomplish the same objective using 

financial pressure. Therefore, a surrogate mother should not face liquidated damages, reduced 

compensation, or the loss of promised payment because she refuses to obtain an abortion.  

These protections are important because the agreement to carry a child as a surrogate should 

not reasonably be interpreted as consent to abort that child. A contract simply should never become 

an instrument for compelling a woman to undergo an abortion or for imposing financial 

punishment when she refuses.  

The ACLJ has long advocated for policies that protect the sanctity of human life. We affirm that 

life begins at conception and that every unborn child deserves protection. H.R. 9868 advances that 

principle while protecting women from coercive contractual demands that seek to place another 

party’s wishes ahead of the life of an unborn child and the conscience of the woman carrying that 

child.  

Protecting women from coerced abortion should transcend political divisions. Whatever 

disagreements exist over abortion policy, no woman should face a court order or financial penalty 

designed to pressure her into an abortion she does not want.  

We commend your leadership in introducing the Preventing Forced Abortions Act of 2026. The 

ACLJ strongly supports the protections in H.R. 9868 for surrogate mothers and unborn children, 

and we hope Congress will advance this legislation.  

Thank you for your continued commitment to defending life and protecting women from coercion. 
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