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Introduction and Issue Summary 
1. Access to sexual and reproductive health care, including abortion care has long been an 
issue in the United States. During the 2d and 3d Cycle UPR reviews, multiple countries 
recommended that the U.S. take steps to ensure access to sexual and reproductive health care.  
Although the U.S. accepted these recommendations, the loss of federal constitutional 
protection for abortion access in 2022 and Donald Trump’s return to the White House in 2025 
have resulted in a major retrogression in sexual and reproductive rights. Not only has the 
Trump Administration dismantled federal efforts to support abortion access, it has refused to 
enforce laws protecting abortion clinics and guaranteeing emergency medical care in cases 
where obstetric emergencies require abortion care.   
 
2.  The new administration has also emboldened state and local officials to use their 
legislative and police powers to criminalize people for the outcomes of their pregnancies, 
including but not limited to abortion, and to seek to prosecute people who have, provide or 
help people access abortion. Other stakeholder reports will focus on the profound impact on 
abortion access, sexual and reproductive health, and maternal health as well as the plight of 
healthcare providers in this new environment.  
 
3.  This report focuses specifically on the use of criminal and civil penalties to prosecute 
and punish people based on their pregnancy status or their pregnancy outcomes, including 
abortions, and the people who help them receive abortion care. Human rights bodies 
emphasize that criminal sanctions should never be imposed on people who have abortions or 
those who assist them, and in the past three years specifically recommended that the U.S. take 
steps to end this practice. Yet, over 30 states have criminal abortion laws and in many parts of 
the U.S. the threat of the use of criminal and civil penalties to punish people for pregnancy 
outcomes and those who help them has dramatically increased. 
 

I. Summary of Prior Recommendations to the United States  

4. U.N. bodies have long recognized that reproductive rights are systematically 
undermined in the U.S. by persistent barriers to equitable healthcare access for marginalized 
communities.3 This has only worsened since the U.S.’s last UPR review in 2020.  

 
5. At the U.S.’s last UPR review in 2020 (3rd Cycle), the U.S. received multiple 
recommendations about access to sexual and reproductive healthcare and ending racial 
discrimination in policing and the justice system, echoing recommendations that were made 
during the 2d Cycle.4  
 

● Nine countries recommended the U.S. ensure universal access to sexual and 
reproductive health services5 including information and education6 and family 
planning;7 
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● Multiple countries recommended that the U.S. take measures to ensure equitable 
access to health care and guarantee the right to health,8 paying special attention to 
women and girls who faces multiple and intersection forms of discrimination9 and 
maternity care;10 

 
● Six countries urged the U.S. to allow international aid and federal funding to support  

access to sexual and reproductive health service;11  
 

● Repeating a recommendation from the 2015 UPR, Australia recommended the U.S. 
ensure that laws permitting the refusal of care based on religious and moral beliefs do 
not restrict women’s sexual and reproductive health and rights and that measures are 
put in place to monitor and prevent violations of these rights;12 and 
 

● Building on recommendations from the 2015 UPR, twenty-seven countries urged the 
U.S. to take concrete steps to address systemic racism in policing,13 reform police 
surveillance across federal, state, and local levels,14 and promote racial equity within the 
criminal justice system.15 
 

6. Despite the U.S.’s support of the above recommendations, there has been a significant 
deterioration since the 3rd Cycle review. In 2022, U.N. experts condemned the regression of 
already unstable reproductive rights in the U.S. after the Supreme Court overturned federal 
abortion protections.16 In 2023 and 2024, the UN Committees overseeing compliance with the 
Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination and the International 
Covenant on Civil and Political Rights specifically recommended that the U.S.:17  

 
● End the criminalization and the imposition of criminal sanctions on people who have 

abortions, health care providers and those who assist them; 
 

● Consider adopting the WHO Abortion Care Guidelines which explicitly prohibits direct 
and indirect  criminalization; 
 

● Eliminate racial disparities in the criminal justice system by reducing unnecessary 
criminal justice interaction, including by avoiding over-policing and by advancing 
alternatives to arrest and incarceration; 
 

● Provide legal, effective, safe access to abortion; and 
 

● Prevent and combat maternal mortality and morbidity and eliminate discrimination and 
disparities in the field of sexual and reproductive health and rights. 

 
7. In light of information received about the impact of the Dobbs decision, the Human 
Rights Committee also recommended that the U.S.:  
 

● Remove barriers impeding access to care including inter-state travel restrictions; and 
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● Ensure that patient confidentiality is observed and protect people seeking abortions 

from surveillance. 
 
8. Finally, the Committees emphasized that the U.S. should take all measures necessary at 
the federal, state, local, and territorial levels to implement their recommendations.18 

 
II. Discussion of the United States’ Non-Compliance with Obligations 

A. Background 

9. Since the last UPR cycle, the United States has experienced one of the most significant 
rollbacks of individual rights in modern history. In 2022, the Supreme Court’s decision in Dobbs 
v. Jackson Women’s Health Organization overturned Roe v. Wade (1973) overruling the federal 
constitutional right to abortion and giving individual states the power to regulate abortion. 
Currently, 29 states have severe restrictions on abortion that would have been unconstitutional 
prior to the Dobbs decision. (See State Innovation Exchange (“SiX”), Center for Reproductive 
Rights (“CRR”) and Ipas, Global Justice Center and Physicians for Human Rights 
(“Ipas/GJC/PHR”) reports for more information on the national landscape and state laws). 

10. After the Dobbs decision, UN experts denounced the dismantling of nearly 50 years of 
legal precedent protecting the right to abortion.19 The experts criticized the serious 
retrogression, warning that the “shocking and dangerous rollback of human rights will 
jeopardize women’s health and lives.”20 They noted the chilling impact of the “threat of 
criminalisation” which “discouraged women and girls from engaging with the health system and 
seeking prenatal care” and led to some clinics to refrain from providing abortion-related 
services even in states where it remained legal.21 The experts called on then President Joe 
Biden to take necessary steps at the federal level to mitigate the consequences of the 
decision.22 

11. In November 2024, Donald Trump was re-elected president and took office in January of 
2025. As described in detail in other submissions since taking office the Trump Administration 
has not only rolled back federal initiatives to support abortion access, it has refused to enforce 
federal laws protecting abortion clinics and guaranteeing that pregnant people facing obstetric 
emergencies have access to abortion care. (See CRR report for more information about federal 
actions threatening reproductive rights). The administration has taken steps to dismantle 
federal agencies tasked with addressing critical health issues, such as the Substance Abuse and 
Mental Health Services Administration (SAHMSA), which addresses mental health, including 
perinatal mental health.  

12. As highlighted by the recommendations from UN treaty bodies, one particularly 
troubling aspect of the retrogression is the widespread use of criminal prosecutions and 
penalties.  Currently over 30 states have laws imposing criminal penalties for people who 
perform abortions.23 (See SiX, CRR, and Ipas/GJC/PHR reports for information about criminal 
and other laws impacting health care providers). 
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13. Perhaps even more troubling are the increasing prosecutions, threats of prosecution 
and harassment of people who have abortions and those who assist them. 

B. Criminalization of Pregnant Persons and Those Who Help Them Access Abortion Care 
1. Criminalizing Pregnant People for Ending Pregnancies and Experiencing 

Adverse Pregnancy Outcomes 

14. States have increasingly targeted people for their pregnancy-related decisions or 
actions, sometimes using laws targeting pregnant people, but more frequently misapplying laws 
never intended to punish pregnancy outcomes.   

a. Criminal Statutes Explicitly Targeting Pregnant People 

15. Currently, only one state has a law explicitly making terminating one’s own pregnancy 
after 24 weeks of pregnancy a crime.24 The law continues to be used against pregnant people in 
that state, including a woman who had a miscarriage,25 despite a general trend toward the 
repeal of such laws post-Dobbs and judicial precedent in other states, where similar restrictions 
have been struck down.26 

16. Yet, other states have recently introduced bills that, if passed, could impose homicide 
penalties on individuals who have abortions.27 Another proposed bill could subject a pregnant 
person to a fine of up to $1,000 or imprisonment for up to five years merely for traveling to 
another state with the intent to obtain one, even if they do not go through with the 
procedure.28 

b. Prosecuting Pregnant People Without Explicit Legal Authorization 

17. Even in states without explicit statutory provisions criminalizing self-managed abortion, 
people are criminalized through misuse of other statutes. Our statistics reveal that at least 
1,400 people have been jailed in just 16.5 years based on their pregnancy or pregnancy 
outcome, with the highest numbers in states with the strictest abortion restrictions.29 
Prosecutorial overreach disproportionately targets low-income white and Black pregnant 
individuals, with poverty being the strongest predictor of pregnancy criminalization.30 In the 
first year after the Dobbs decision, at least 210 pregnant people faced criminal charges related 
to pregnancy, marking the highest number of documented pregnancy-related prosecutions in a 
single year.31 As discussed below, criminalization occurs because prosecutors charge individuals 
with crimes that were never intended to apply to pregnancy loss or rely on case law redefining 
the term "child" in a criminal child abuse law to include a fetus in utero to prosecute pregnant 
people for actions during pregnancy.32   

i. Prosecutions for “child abuse” of a fetus.  

18. In three states, courts have interpreted child abuse statutes to include fetuses within 
the definition of “child,” enabling the prosecution of pregnant individuals for acts or omissions 
during pregnancy.33 Although these states have explicit statutes that protect pregnant people 
from prosecution for ending a pregnancy, criminal child abuse or endangerment laws are still 
used to charge them for actions perceived as posing a risk to the fetus.34 For example, despite 



 6 

the repeal of laws criminalizing self-induced abortion, Oklahoma still prosecutes under its child 
neglect statute, as courts classify a viable fetus as a child.35 Last year, a South Carolina woman 
was prosecuted for homicide by child abuse after experiencing a pregnancy loss.36 

19. Similarly, Alabama's law prohibiting “chemical endangerment of a child,” initially 
intended to protect children from drug exposure in locations where methamphetamine is 
manufactured, has been expanded to prosecute pregnant individuals for substance use, even if 
they were unaware of their pregnancy. The Alabama Supreme Court ruled in 2013 that the 
term "child" includes embryos and fetuses, opening the floodgates for prosecutions.37 Multiple 
pregnant people have been arrested and jailed for marijuana use before they knew they were 
pregnant, despite statutory language that says that people must have “knowingly, recklessly, or 
intentionally” exposed a child to drugs.38 This expansion of the law is not supported by scientific 
evidence, as there is no conclusive, consistent, or predictable proof that any criminalized drug, 
including marijuana, uniquely and significantly harms a fetus in a manner that justifies criminal 
prosecution. 

20. Even in states where the law does not define a fetus as a person, prosecutors still 
pursue child abuse charges against pregnant individuals. Investigations found that at least 44 
women in Mississippi were arrested for alleged crimes, based solely on positive drug tests, 
without evidence that their newborns suffered harm.39 Because of racial bias, criminalizing 
substance use during pregnancy and adverse family policing policies, disproportionately impact 
Black women.40 Fear of family separation and criminalization may deter individuals with 
substance use disorder from seeking pregnancy and substance use care.41 

ii. Abuses of prosecutorial discretion to evade statutory protections.  

21. Prosecutors ignore many statutory protections that prohibit prosecuting pregnant 
people, driven by overreach and stigma against those who self-manage abortions or use drugs 
during pregnancy.42 Prosecutors, wielding broad discretion in charging decisions, often overstep 
their authority to circumvent legislative protections, searching for ways to charge a pregnant 
person with a crime.43 They frequently use the threat of murder or homicide charges to 
pressure individuals into pleading guilty to lesser offenses.44 Lacking legal authority to charge 
someone for a crime for an act or omission toward a pregnancy, they may charge a person with 
laws never intended to apply to such situations, including “abuse of a corpse” or “concealment 
of a birth.” For instance, in spite of clear statutory prohibitions on charging people who have 
miscarriages or abortions with a crime, Ohio prosecutors charged a young Black woman who 
experienced a pregnancy loss with abuse of a corpse, a felony, when she sought emergency 
care after experiencing a miscarriage at home when she was denied abortion care at a 
hospital.45  

22. The legal strategy of granting rights to fetuses is used to prosecute or threaten to 
prosecute individuals for crimes against their own pregnancies.46 Originally designed to protect 
pregnant people from harm caused by others, fetal harm laws in at least 38 states allow 
homicide charges for pregnancy loss.47 Some states have created specific crimes like feticide, 
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while others have amended existing laws to include fetuses as victims, creating risks for 
overreach by prosecutors.48 

23. Most fetal homicide laws prohibit criminal charges against pregnant individuals for their 
own pregnancy, but many states lack explicit protections, allowing prosecutors to stretch the 
laws to charge individuals for pregnancy loss. Two states have protections against 
criminalization that have limitations that suggest that pregnant people may be charged with 
homicide based on a pregnancy outcome under certain circumstances.49 

 2. Criminal and Civil Bans on Abortion Support in the United States 

24. In the aftermath of the Dobbs50 decision, some states have enacted laws criminalizing 
individuals who assist others in obtaining abortions.51 These laws not only restrict access to 
abortion but also impose severe penalties on those who help others navigate abortion bans. 
These laws and recent cases prosecuting family members underscore the heightened legal risks 
for individuals and organizations providing abortion support, as state authorities target helpers 
and other forms of abortion support.  

a. Criminal Laws Explicitly Targeting People Who Help Others Access Abortion 
 

25. Two states with criminal abortion bans have enacted laws that create criminal liability 
for individuals who assist young people in accessing abortion care, including by helping them 
access abortion services in other states where abortion is legal without parental consent.52 
These measures impose severe penalties on those who aid young people in accessing a legal 
abortion, and reflect broader efforts to restrict abortion access beyond state lines. The laws 
disproportionately impact young people in extremely vulnerable situations, including survivors 
of sexual abuse. The laws frame assistance for young people seeking abortion care as a criminal 
act, using terms like "abortion trafficking" to penalize providing logistical support.53 “Violators” 
of these offenses in Idaho could face up to five years of imprisonment and in Tennessee could 
be charged with a Class A misdemeanor with possible imprisonment for eleven (11) months and 
twenty-nine (29) days.54 The recently enacted laws are already being challenged for violating 
constitutional rights, including freedom of speech and expression and the right to travel.55 

 
26. Texas law imposes both civil and criminal liability on those who assist others in obtaining 
an abortion. Under civil law, private citizens can sue anyone who “aids or abets” an abortion 
after about six weeks of pregnancy.56 (See Section C.2 for further discussion of this law). 
Furthermore, the state criminalizes the distribution and mailing of abortion-inducing 
medication, even from providers, and requires an in-person examination. These laws extend 
liability beyond providers, deterring even those offering logistical or informational support.57 

b. Prosecuting People Who Help Others Access Abortion Under Existing Criminal 
Laws 

27. Even in states without explicit laws criminalizing abortion assistance, individuals have 
been prosecuted under other criminal statutes. In Nebraska, a young person who self-managed 



 8 

an abortion and her mother who helped her obtain abortion pills were both criminally charged. 
The mother pleaded guilty to violating Nebraska’s abortion law, furnishing false information to 
law enforcement and removing or concealing human skeletal remains and faces up to five years 
in prison.58   
 
28. Similarly, a Louisiana grand jury indicted a mother of a pregnant young person and a 
New York doctor on charges of “criminal abortion,” a felony, after the mother allegedly ordered 
abortion pills online for her daughter.59 States are increasingly targeting people who facilitate 
access to abortion medication, even across state borders, expanding criminal liability beyond 
direct providers to friends and family pregnant people turn to for help. 

c. Expanding Criminalization and Censorship For Providing Information and 
Practical Support  

29. Beyond individual prosecutions for people who directly help others have abortions, 
states are also threatening to prosecute organizations that provide information or practical 
support for people in need of abortion. States have threatened to prosecute organizations that 
provide funding and logistical support to travel to states where abortion is legal such as the 
North Texas Equal Access Fund and the Yellowhammer Fund in Alabama.  Concern about legal 
risk have led some organizations to temporarily cease operations.60 
 
30. Anti-abortion activists also push for novel interpretations of existing laws as a basis to 
criminalize those who provide information about abortion. They have argued that the federal 
Comstock Act,61  an anti-obscenity law from 1873, should be interpreted to prohibit the 
transportation and mailing of abortion-related materials, including not only medications but 
also information facilitating access to abortion. While the Department of Justice issued a 
memorandum in 2022, stating that the Act does not prohibit mailing abortion medications 
unless intended for illegal use, anti-abortion advocates have pushed for a broader 
interpretation.62 This has fueled fears that the Department of Justice under the Trump 
Administration could reinterpret the law to prohibit both the mailing of abortion medications 
and the dissemination of information related to abortion access. 

 
31. Abortion related information has also been targeted for censorship and suppression. 
Following the Dobbs decision, social media platforms like Facebook, Instagram, and TikTok 
temporarily banned content related to abortion pills for violating “community standards.”63 
Online providers such as Aid Access and Plan C Pills have faced legal threats,  including a Texas 
lawmaker introducing a bill that would allow private citizens to sue internet providers for 
hosting abortion pill websites, as part of a broader legislative push to target online clinics.64 
These measures not only prevent individuals from accessing abortion care but also stifle 
discourse on reproductive rights. 
 

C. Misuse of Civil Laws to Chill Abortion Access 
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32. In addition to the seismic shifts in interpretations of the U.S. Constitution and the 
misuse of state criminal laws to punish people who support abortion-seekers, the legal 
confusion and fear around abortion have been exacerbated by abortion opponents' misuse of 
the civil legal system to harass individuals who aid abortion seekers. Using lawsuits strategically 
filed in jurisdictions with right-wing conservative judges, abortion opponents seek to chill 
access to abortion care, cutting abortion seekers off from networks of care. Specifically, they 
use wrongful death statutes intended to compensate individuals for fetal loss caused by third-
party negligence to target providers of abortion care and those who assist pregnant people 
seeking an abortion. In addition, abortion opponents in some states have passed  laws which 
create monetary incentives (“bounties”) to privately enforce anti-abortion laws. 
 

1. Unintended Consequences of Extending Tort Causes of Action to Fetuses  

33. Several states have wrongful death statutes that apply to the loss of a fetus, allowing 
wrongful death claims to be brought on behalf of a fetus lost as a result of third-party 
negligence.65 In fifteen of those states, the statutes apply to prenatal life at any stage of 
development.66 The statutes have either been amended to include fetuses under the definition 
of “person” or otherwise permit a separate cause of action for the death of a fetus.67 These 
laws were not meant to grant rights to the fetus itself, but made it possible for grieving parents 
and family members to recover damages for the loss suffered.68 

34. While these statutes were intended to recognize the harm caused by fetal death due to 
negligent conduct and offer legal redress, they have been misused in ways to allow causes of 
action against abortion providers and those who help pregnant people access abortion care.69 
The laws have been weaponized by former partners of women who have terminated their 
pregnancies, who initiated claims against the clinic where the abortion was legally performed.70 
Ryan Magers, for example, brought suit on behalf of the fetus under Alabama’s wrongful death 
statute in 2019 against the clinic where his ex-girlfriend received an abortion, two years after 
the procedure was performed.71 A probate judge appointed Magers the representative of the 
fetus’ estate, giving Magers standing to sue for damages (though his claim was ultimately 
dismissed for failure to comply with briefing rules).72  
 
35. Mario Villegas, after hearing about the Alabama suit, pursued a similar action in Arizona. 
In 2020, he was granted standing to sue on behalf of the fetus four years after his ex-wife’s 
abortion was performed.73 Villegas’ case remains in litigation, nearly five years later.74 It is set 
to go to trial based, in part, on the remarkable claim that the disclosure on the consent form 
signed by Villegas’ ex-wife, who voluntarily terminated the pregnancy, was improper. He is 
demanding compensation for lifetime wages of an eight-week embryo.  This case is indicative of 
a broader trend away from reliable and fair application of the rule of law to distorted and 
unforeseen outcomes as a result of right-wing activist judges.  

 
36. In another  high-profile case, even friends who help with gaining access to abortion pills 
were targets of an abusive suit.75 In 2023, a man named Marcus Silva filed a lawsuit in which he 
demanded millions of dollars from three women he claims helped his wife access abortion pills 
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to self-manage an abortion just after the Dobbs decision.76 With the backing of powerful 
abortion opponents, he filed a wrongful death suit.77 Notably, he filed the case a few weeks 
after they had divorced.78 Unable to legally compel his ex-wife to disclose her private 
information, Silva recently dropped his lawsuit as it became clear that he merely weaponized 
the law to harass her and her friends.79  
 
37. These instances of abusive litigation  actions demonstrate how existing legal frameworks 
intended to compensate people who experience pregnancy losses are being weaponized 
against pregnant people. Though none have thus far been successful, they have gained further 
traction each time, extending the pathway for potential abuse of the law by anti-abortion 
activists. 
 

2. Private Enforcement of Anti-Abortion Initiatives Through Bounty Laws 

38. Currently, twelve states ban abortion from fertilization.80 Some of those states have 
created legal mechanisms known as bounty laws that are deliberately structured to empower 
and encourage ordinary citizens to enforce anti-abortion laws on a private level.81 Bounty laws 
give individuals the power to file lawsuits against any person who performs an abortion or aids 
or abets an abortion in exchange for a reward.82 
 
39. The law originally known as Texas’ Senate Bill 8 (SB 8) was the first bounty law, paving 
the way for other states to follow.83 The law provides that any person who performs an 
abortion after the detection of embryonic cardiac activity or aids and abets someone to get 
such an abortion is subject to civil penalties pursuant to an action brought by any private 
citizen.84 A person who files a successful claim under SB 8 is entitled to an award of $10,000 for 
each abortion performed, induced or aided and abetted by the defendant.85 Oklahoma passed 
a similar law, but it was struck down for violating protections under the state’s constitution in 
2023.86 Yet states continue to try to pass these types of laws. Missouri introduced a bill, almost 
identical to SB 8, except that it would have prevented  a person who caused the pregnancy 
through rape, sexual assault, or incest from bringing suit.87 Finally, Idaho passed a bounty law, 
which also creates a cause of action against abortion providers but limits the ability to bring suit 
to certain family members of the fetus, such as the father, grandparents, siblings, or aunts or 
uncles, who can recover at least $20,000 in damages.88 

  
40. Despite minor variations, bounty laws at their core restrict abortion access by 
incentivizing private citizens to target abortion providers and people who facilitate access to 
abortion care, such as abortion funds and practical support networks.89 Dr. Alan Braid, a 
physician in Texas, was the first to be sued by three people for performing an abortion six days 
after Texas’ SB 8 went into effect.90 The court, however, dismissed the case, asserting that a 
person who has not been directly affected by the abortion care provided does not have 
standing to sue.91  
 
41. Although no other states have bounty laws in effect, those that have passed them have 
created a ripple effect that could embolden other states with near-total abortion bans to adopt 
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similar legal tactics. Further, while not many cases have been brought under these bounty laws, 
they foster fear and intimidation, deterring individuals from providing abortion services and 
helping people who are in need of abortion care. 
 
IV. Recommendations 
 
42. We urge that the following recommendations be made to the United States: 
 

1. Immediately repeal all federal, state and local laws criminalizing abortion and enact 
legislation to guarantee access to abortion care in line with the World Health 
Organization’s Abortion Care Guideline (2022).  Further, end policies or practices that 
result in punishment of individuals based on pregnancy outcomes or acts during one’s 
pregnancy through the criminal legal system, family regulation system, immigration 
system, or civil legal system. 
 

2. Immediately repeal bans on abortion support and prohibit the use of criminal law or 
private civil causes of action to penalize or harass people who provide abortion care or 
support abortion seekers by sharing information, providing funding, assisting with inter-
state travel, or furnishing the means to self-manage an abortion.  

 
3. Strengthen state and federal protections for privacy of patients’ medical information, 

and  repeal all laws that require healthcare personnel  to report individuals to law 
enforcement or family regulation authorities on the basis of acts during pregnancy. The 
State should ensure that the privacy of healthcare information is protected even when it 
is held by private corporations, and that it is not used as evidence in criminal, family 
regulation, immigration, or other civil proceedings.   Healthcare settings must remain 
confidential and safe for people seeking care to foster trust in the healthcare system. 
 

4. Expand coverage for existing healthcare programs to ensure that all individuals, 
particularly those from marginalized communities including those of African descent, 
Indigenous Peoples and people with disabilities have access to intersectional and 
culturally respectful, affordable and comprehensive healthcare, including mental health 
care, voluntary drug treatment, and sexual and reproductive health services. This 
includes ensuring access to contraception, sexual education, and respectful maternal 
healthcare, as well as integrating community-based midwifery into healthcare systems.  
 

5. Implement comprehensive and targeted policies and programs to eliminate racial, 
ethnic, and socioeconomic disparities in access to sexual and reproductive health 
services. This includes enacting policies and programs aimed at removing barriers to 
accessing services, reducing maternal mortality and morbidity, particularly for 
marginalized communities, including racial and ethnic minorities, Indigenous peoples, 
and low-income individuals. 
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ANNEX 1: Contact Information and Description of Organizations 
 
Human Rights and Gender Justice Clinic, CUNY School of Law 
2 Court Square 
Long Island City, NY 
United States 
cynthia.soohoo@law.cuny.edu 
 
If/When/How 
ifwhenhow.org/ 
farah@ifwhenhow.org 
 
Pregnancy Justice 
pregnancyjusticeus.org 
kulsoom.i@pregnancyjusticeus.org 
 
Abortion Care Network 
1300 I Street NW, Suite 400E 
Washington, DC 20005 
jennifer@abortioncarenetwork.org 
 
Indigenous Women Rising 
PO Box 7475  
Albuquerque, NM 87194 
rachael@iwrising.org 
 
Society of OB/GYN Hospitalists 
1061 E. Main Street, Suite 300 
East Dundee, IL 60118 
taylor@veritasamc.com 
 
Transcending Strategies LLC 
5512 Marble Ave NE 
Albuquerque, NM 87110 
nicolle@transcendingstrategies.com 
 

The Human Rights and Gender Justice Clinic (HRGJ) at CUNY Law School clinic advocates before 
international and regional human rights bodies and national and local courts and legal 
institutions to combat gender discrimination and sexual violence, advance reproductive and 
sexual rights and economic and social rights, and promote women’s participation and 
empowerment. 

mailto:cynthia.soohoo@law.cuny.edu
mailto:kulsoom.i@pregnancyjusticeus.org
mailto:rachael@iwrising.org
mailto:taylor@veritasamc.com
mailto:nicolle@transcendingstrategies.com
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If/When/How: Lawyering for Reproductive Justice is a legal services and advocacy nonprofit 
that uses the tools of lawyering, including direct legal services, research, and advocacy, to 
ensure that everyone can make decisions about their pregnancies and their families free from 
discrimination, punishment, or coercion.    

Pregnancy Justice is a legal nonprofit organization dedicated to advancing and defending the 
rights of pregnant and postpartum individuals—and all people capable of pregnancy—whether 
they give birth, experience pregnancy loss, or have an abortion. The organization carries out its 
mission through criminal and strategic legal defense, research, and policy advocacy. 

Founded in 2008, Abortion Care Network (ACN) is the national association for independent 
community-based, abortion care providers and their allies. Independent abortion providers 
care for the majority of people seeking abortion in the U.S. – often serving individuals and 
families with the fewest resources and in the most rural parts of the country. Abortion Care 
Network is building a sustainable future for abortion access by resourcing, connecting, and 
celebrating independent abortion clinics and their allies. 

Indigenous Women Rising is committed to honoring Native & Indigenous People’s inherent 
right to equitable and culturally safe health options through accessible health education, 
resources and advocacy. 
 
The Society of OB/GYN Hospitalists (SOGH) is a rapidly growing group of physicians, midwives, 
nurses, and other individuals in the healthcare field who support the OB/GYN Hospitalist model. 
SOGH is dedicated to improving outcomes for hospitalized women and supporting those who 
share this mission. 

Transcending Strategies LL is a consulting firm dedicated to advancing Indigenous Midwifery, 
maternal health, and Native American birth center development. Founded on principles of 
equity, cultural preservation, and systemic change, the company provides strategic guidance, 
technical assistance, and advocacy support to organizations, policymakers, and communities 
working to improve Native American reproductive healthcare. Through a blend of policy 
expertise, community-centered approaches, and innovative program development, 
Transcending Strategies LLC empowers Native American midwives and birth workers to create 
sustainable, culturally grounded solutions in maternal and infant health. 

 
 

 
i Postal mail ℅ HRGJ, City University of New York School of Law, 2 Court Square, Long Island City, NY, USA. 
ii Additional information about organizations and contacts are included in Annex I. 
3 Philip Alston (Special Rapporteur), Report of the Special Rapporteur on Extreme Poverty and Human Rights on 
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