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There is a strong association between
age and both outcomes. The proportion
of second-trimester abortions is 7.4 per-
centage points higher among 18–19-year-
olds than among women aged 30 and
older; moreover, these youngest women
obtained their abortion further along in
pregnancy (by nearly one week’s gesta-
tion) than did women in the oldest age-
group. Likewise, the proportion of second-
trimester procedures is 3.9 percentage
points higher among 20–24-year-olds
than among women aged 30 and older,
and 20–24-year-olds obtained their abor-

comparison with which to gauge the rel-
ative importance of Mississippi’s delay
law in influencing the timing of abortions.
•Regression estimates. Table 5 (page 11) pre-
sents the results of the multivariate analy-
ses predicting the likelihood of delay—as
measured by whether the abortion occurs
in the second trimester (results of probit lo-
gression analyses) and whether the gesta-
tional age of the fetus (in weeks) at the time
of the abortion is affected (results of ordi-
nary least-squares regression analyses).

The results of the interaction between
the law and the location of the nearest
provider indicate that the mandatory
waiting period had independent (p<.01)
differential effects on the timing of abor-
tions in Mississippi for women who live
nearer to an in-state than to an out-of-state
provider (α5 in the Appendix equation):
Once the law went into effect and net of
all other variables, women who live clos-
est to an in-state provider obtained their
abortion later in pregnancy than did those
who live closest to an out-of-state
provider. For example, after the law’s 
enactment, the proportion of second-
trimester abortions increased 4.3 per-
centage points more, and mean gesta-
tion rose nearly 0.7 weeks more, among
women whose nearest provider is in-state
than among those whose nearest provider
is out-of-state. While these adjusted results
are similar to the difference-in-differences
estimates based on the data in Table 3, the
differential change in second-trimester
abortions is larger in the multivariate
analysis.

With respect to other determinants of
abortion delay, the distance a woman has
to travel is negatively (but not signifi-
cantly) related to the likelihood of a sec-
ond-trimester abortion prior to the law,
but is positively related to delay after the
law (see Appendix). This finding is con-
sistent with the interpretation that the
two-visit requirement imposes a differ-
ential cost on women who have to travel
further to reach an abortion provider. It
should be interpreted with caution, how-
ever. The relatively large negative effects
of travel distance prior to the law, al-
though nonsignificant, are not evident in
the unadjusted data (results not shown).
Moreover, the results are somewhat sen-
sitive to the inclusion of county fixed-ef-
fects; this is not unexpected, since there is
limited within-county variation in travel
distance over time. When we estimate the
model without fixed effects, the coeffi-
cients for travel distance fall in magnitude,
especially in the period before the law
went into effect (not shown).

tion more than one-half a week later in
pregnancy than did women aged 30 and
older. Women aged 25–29 were also sig-
nificantly more likely than those aged 30
and older to have a second-trimester abor-
tion (a proportion 1.4 percentage points
higher) and had their abortion 1.4 days
later. These significant differences in tim-
ing by age were completely insensitive to
the inclusion of county fixed-effects.

The outcome of previous pregnancies
also independently predicted the timing
of abortion. Compared with women who
were having their first abortion, those who
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Figure 1. Percentage distribution of abortions among women in the treatment or the control
group, by week of gestation at the time of the procedure, according to 12-month period before
and after enactment of mandatory delay law
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Notes: Treatment group consists of women whose nearest provider is in-state; control group consists of women whose nearest provider
is out-of-state. The year before the law is the period August 1991–July 1992; the year after the law is the period August 1992–July 1993.
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