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As an alternative approach, we divide wo*p<.05. **p<.01. Notes: All regressions include a set dummy variables for each month and a
set for each county. A total of 172 observations were dropped from the multivariate analyses
men whose nearest probecause they were missing data on either race or previous induced abortions, or both.
vider is in-state into two
categories—those for
mean gestation are adjusted for county whom the difference in the distance beﬁxed-effects only, these results are very close tween the nearest in-state and out-of-state
to the difference-in-differences estimates provider is 1–50 miles and those for whom
generated from the Table 3 data.
the difference is more than 50 miles. The refTable 5. Coefficients (and standard errors) from probit regression analyses predicting the likelihood of a second-trimester abortion, percentage-point changes in the proportion of secondtrimester procedures, and coefficients (standard errors) from
ordinary least-squares regression analyses predicting effects on
gestational age at the time of the procedure
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erence category for each includes women
whose nearest provider is out-of-state.
In all but one case, the greater the difference (in miles) separating the nearest instate and out-of-state provider, the greater
the delay in obtaining an abortion. However, in our preferred speciﬁcations (which
exclude travel distances), we cannot reject
the null hypothesis that the coefﬁcients are
the same (at p<.05). This evidence that the
further a woman lives from an out-of-state
provider, the longer she delays her termination, suggests that a dichotomous indicator of the nearest provider as either instate or out-of-state may underestimate the
impact of delay laws on the timing of abortion among women for whom the difference between the nearest in-state and outof-state provider exceeds 50 miles.
Our ﬁnal concern is the lack of data on
abortion timing for Mississippi residents
who travel to Louisiana for their abortion.
The direction of the bias is unclear, since
it depends on whether women who leave
the state delay more or less than women
who obtain an abortion in-state. As a
check on the sensitivity of our estimates
to these missing data, we reran our regressions once more on a reduced sample
of women, dropping from the analysis all
abortions to women in counties where the
likelihood of obtaining a procedure in
Louisiana was highest.*
According to the regression results (unadjusted for distance) based on the reduced
sample (not shown), the marginal effect of
the interaction between the law and the
proximity of a provider is modestly larger
than the estimates based on the full sample of abortions to Mississippi residents: a
3.3 percentage-point change in the proportion of second-trimester procedures,
and an increase in mean gestational age of
0.73 weeks, compared with increases of 2.6
percentage points and 0.61 weeks in the
main regression analysis.† These slightly
*We dropped all abortions obtained by women living in
counties south of Jackson. (Women living in southern
Mississippi counties that are contiguous to Alabama were
included, however.) Jackson was chosen because it is approximately in the center of the state, and is 180 miles
from New Orleans.
†This modest rise indicates that Mississippi residents who
obtain an abortion in Louisiana delay less than women
from these same counties who obtain abortions in Mississippi. To further understand differences between those
who travel and those who do not, we again eliminate
women in counties south of Jackson and consider the proportion of second-trimester procedures among women
who live nearest to an out-of-state provider. Women who
have their abortion in Mississippi are much more likely
to have a second-trimester abortion (19%) than are
women who travel outside the state (9%). Thus, our results likely underestimate the differential impact of the
law on abortion timing among women who live nearer
to an in-state than to an out-of-state provider.
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