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W is c o n s in  a b o rt io n  la w  10 1
1849 

Felony for anyone “other 
than the mother” to 

“intentionally destroy the life 
of an unborn child” except to 
“save the life of the mother” 

June 2022 
Dobbs decision, 
all clinics close

September 2023 
Circuit court rules that 
law does not prohibit 

voluntary abortion



W is c o n s in  h a s  b e e n  “p o s t -Ro e ” fo r  ye a rs



P re -Do b b s  W is c o n s in  a b o rt io n  
re s t r ic t io n s
• Ban on:

• Medicaid coverage and State of Wisconsin insurance coverage
• Telehealth abortion
• Abortion past 20 weeks’ gestational duration

• Mandated:
• 24-hour waiting period
• Same doctor for medication abortion counseling and pill dispensation
• Ultrasound
• Unscientific counseling (“psychological trauma,” “danger to 

subsequent pregnancies”)



P re -Do b b s  a b o rt io n  
la n d s c a p e
• In 2010-2017, 40% of the state’s 

abortion clinics closed
• CORE documented increased 

birth rates in counties that lost 
access

• Just prior to Dobbs, only three 
clinics offered abortion care



P o s t -Do b b s  a b o rt io n  
la n d s c a p e

• Remaining clinics stopped offering 
abortion services

• Three neighboring states retained 
access



CORE’s  g o a l (p re - a n d ) p o s t -Do b b s

Document health, wellbeing, and social 
consequences of barriers to abortion

in Wisconsin and beyond



Th e  m e t h o d o lo g ic a l c h a lle n g e

How do we find Wisconsinites considering abortion
(who never make it  to an abortion provider)?



P o s t -Ro e  im p a c t  re s e a rc h  p o rt fo lio
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P o s t -Ro e  im p a c t  s t u d y t im e lin e s  
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Early prenatal 
care visit

Interview 
2 weeks 
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P re n a t a l c a re  s t u d y p ro g re s s

• 35 out of 212 (one in six) participants report having considered 
abortion

• Abortion considerers more likely than non-considerers to report 
financial scarcity, have Medicaid vs private insurance

• 20 abortion considerers have completed interviews
• Preliminary themes:

• Confusion abounds
• The slide into continuing pregnancy is subtle, not dramatic
• Abortion consideration is common in context of genetic testing



MAP S s t u d y p ro g re s s

• Study is a partnership with Ibis Reproductive Health and 
Indiana University

• Drew on Ibis’s previous online work in Indiana
• We continue to hone Google Ads campaign
• So far, 14 Wisconsinites have completed the baseline 

survey 



Ch a lle n g e s  t o  d a t e

• Dynamic legal and healthcare delivery context
• Bad actors and bots
• Folks hard for researchers to find pre-Dobbs are even harder 

to find now



St ra t e g ie s  fo r  s u c c e s s

• Lean into research partnerships
• Maintain critical relationships with Wisconsin partners and 

providers
• Bake potential for change into instruments and design
• Include data scientists as key team members
• Plan for bad actors in screening, data quality checks



Ho p e  s u rvive s !

• Partnerships are stronger and more important than ever
• Learning opportunities abound
• Our methods are working!



Th a n k  yo u !
jenny.a.higgins@wisc.edu

mailto:Jenny.a.higgins@wisc.edu


Ext ra  s lid e s



W h a t  d o  w e  d o  w it h  t h e  d a t a ?

















P re -Do b b s  a c c e s s
Nu m b e r o f a b o rt io n s  p ro vid e d  in  W is c o n s in



P re -Do b b s  a c c e s s
Nu m b e r o f a b o rt io n s  p ro vid e d  in  W is c o n s in

P lu s , in  20 17 , 18 % o f W is c o n s in it e s
w h o  h a d  a n  a b o rt io n

o b t a in e d  c a re  o u t s id e  W is c o n s in



7,080 fewer abortions took place in Wisconsin in the year after Dobbs

Source: Society for Family Planning, #WeCount



% c h a n g e  in  a b o rt io n s , 
20 20  t o  J a n -J u n e  20 23

Illinois +69%
Iowa +11%
Michigan +16%
Minnesota +25%
Wisconsin -100%

Source: Society for Family Planning, #WeCount

P o s t -Do b b s , w h a t  h a p p e n e d  t o  
W is c o n s in it e s  w h o  w a n t e d  a b o rt io n ?

• Some crossed state lines for 
abortion

• However, increases in haven 
states did not make up for all 
decreases in ban states

• Some self-managed an 
abortion 

• Some did not have an abortion
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