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At the UCLA Barbra Streisand Center and Center for the Study of
Women, our commitment to reproductive justice is grounded in
current research and scholarship surrounding the multifaceted
dimensions of abortion access. As access to reproductive healthcare
faces new challenges, the importance of evidence-based scholarship
on healthcare access is more critical than ever. Below is a summary of
findings and bibliography of UCLA and UCLA-affiliated researchers
studying the impact of the overturn of Roe v. Wade.



SUMMARY

1. Contraception as a Catalyst for Economic Mobility

A pivotal study by Martha Bailey underscores the profound impact

of access to contraception on economic outcomes. The research
demonstrates that when low-income women have access to subsidized
family-planning programs, their children are less likely to live in
poverty and more likely to achieve higher educational and economic
outcomes. This finding reinforces the idea that reproductive justice
extends beyond individual rights—it is a cornerstone for broader social
and economic equity. Empowering women to plan their pregnancies is
also an investment in the success of the next generation.

2. The Impact of the Overturn of Roe v. Wade on
Abortion Access

The repercussions of the Dobbs decision, which overturned Roe v.
Wade, are reverberating across the nation. A UCLA report estimated
that Illinois would see an influx of up to 18,554 individuals annually
seeking abortion care from states with restrictive laws. This surge
highlights the increasing barriers to abortion access and underscores
the urgent need for supportive policies and infrastructure in states
where abortion remains legal.




3. Pharmacists and the Future of Medication Abortion

A UCLA study explored the potential role of pharmacists in expanding
access to medication abortion. The research found that nearly 69
percent of California pharmacists were willing to prescribe medication
abortion if permitted by law. However, barriers such as limited
knowledge, confidence, and staffing were identified. Addressing these
challenges through targeted training and expanded insurance coverage
could make pharmacies a viable channel for providing this essential
service, particularly in areas with limited access to clinics.

4. Barriers to Abortion Access in Progressive States

Even in states with supportive abortion policies like California,
significant barriers to access persist. A study focused on Los Angeles
revealed that eight percent of individuals seeking abortion services
had to visit three or more clinics before obtaining care, often due

to financial, logistical, and referral issues. This finding is a sobering
reminder that legal protections alone are insufficient; systemic barriers
must also be addressed to ensure equitable access to reproductive
healthcare.

5. Telehealth and the Future of Abortion Care

The expansion of telehealth medication abortion services (tele-

MAB) is a promising development in the face of increasing abortion
restrictions. Research indicates that tele-MAB services are reaching
communities traditionally underserved by clinic-based care, providing
a crucial lifeline for people living in restrictive states. As the landscape
of reproductive healthcare continues to evolve, innovative models like
tele-MAB will be essential in meeting the diverse needs of patients
across the country.




6. Confronting the Legacy of Eugenics

The dark history of eugenics in the United States continues to cast a
long shadow over reproductive justice. A 2023 study on racialization
and reproduction revealed the disproportionate sterilization of Asian
immigrants in 20th-century California, a practice rooted in eugenic
ideologies. More recent reports of forced sterilizations in California’s
prison system and immigration detention centers further underscore
the ongoing need to confront these legacies and ensure reproductive
autonomy for all.

7. The Consequences of Abortion Bans on Maternal and
Infant Health

The ripple effects of restrictive abortion policies extend beyond
reproductive autonomy. A recent study found that Texas’ 2021 abortion

ban was associated with unexpected increases in infant and neonatal
deaths. This troubling correlation suggests that such policies may have
profound, unintended consequences on maternal and infant health,
leading to higher medical costs and increased trauma for families.



EXCERPTS



“Equal Opportunities Begin with Contraception”

“Increasing access to contraception for low-income women will help
to level the playing field at birth, empowering parents to give their
children the best opportunities for success. Research shows that
children born in areas where their mothers had access to subsidized
family-planning programmes are better off economically and are less
likely to live in poverty or in households receiving public assistance.
These children complete more education, earn higher wages and have
higher family incomes decades later. Empowering women to plan
their pregnancies is about more than reproductive justice. It is about
expanding opportunities for the next generation” (5177).

Bailey, Martha. “Equal Opportunities Begin with Contraception.” Nature 588, no. 7838 (December
16, 2020): S177-S177. https://doi.org/10.1038/d41586-020-03537-1

“People Traveling to Illinois for Abortion Care after Roe
v. Wade was Overturned”

A study by the Center on Reproductive Health, Law, and Policy at UCLA
School of Law noted that after Roe v. Wade was overturned, it was
estimated that “between 9,277 and 18,554 more people [would] travel
to lllinois each year for abortion care compared to before the Dobbs
decision” (1).

Cohen, Cathren, Brad Sears, and Sapna Khatri. 2022. “People Traveling to lllinois for Abortion Care
after Roe v. Wade was Overturned.” Center on Reproductive Health, Law, and Policy, UCLA School
of Law, November 2022. https://law.ucla.edu/sites/default/files/PDFs/Center_on_Reproductive _

Health/2211_Illinois_Abortion_Travel_FINAL.pdf



“Willingness of Pharmacists to Prescribe Medication
Abortion in California”

A recent UCLA study of licensed pharmacists working at community
pharmacies in California showed that 68.8 percent “indicated their
willingness to prescribe medication abortion if it were allowed by
law” (1). Identified barriers included “moderate levels of confidence
in, knowledge of, and ability to prescribe medication abortion” by
the participating pharmacists, “insufficient staff to add new services,
and lack of insurance coverage for service provision” (1). The authors
noted that these barriers “can be addressed through the development
of sexual and reproductive health service training plans and expanded
insurance payment for pharmacist-provided services” (10), and
suggested “that pharmacies may be a feasible channel for the provision
of medication abortion” (8).

Cohen, Cathren, Lauren A. Hunter, Raiza M. Beltran, et al. “Willingness of Pharmacists to Pre-
scribe Medication Abortion in California.” JAMA Netw Open. 2024;7(4):e246018. doi:10.1001/
jamanetworkopen.2024.6018. https://jamanetwork.com/journals/jamanetworkopen/fullarti-
cle/2817351?utm_source=For_The_Media&utm_medium=referral&utm_campaign=ftm_links&utm_
term=041024

“Evaluating the Frequency of Crisis Pregnancy Center Visits Among a Popula-
tion of Patients Seeking Abortions in Los Angeles”

A 2023 study on crisis pregnancy centers (CPCs) and patients seeking
abortion in Los Angeles found that, although fewer than one percent

of patients sought out a CPC prior to their abortion, eight percent of
individuals surveyed had to visit three or more clinics (not CPCs) before
obtaining their abortion (2). Reasons may include medical conditions,
“financial cost, time off from work, and travel,” as well as “insurance
difficulties, inadequate screening, and problems obtaining expeditious
referrals” (2). The study’s authors stated that, “...it is noteworthy that



delays in care also exist in a state with supportive, progressive abortion
policies, and state funding for the procedure” (2).

Korotkaya, Yelena, Angela Y. Chen, Rachel Steward, Elaine Y. Chan, Elizabeth O. Schmidt, and
Jessica D. Gipson. “Evaluating the frequency of crisis pregnancy center visits among a population
of patients seeking abortions in Los Angeles.” Contraception 123 (2023): 110024. https://www.
sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0010782423000860

“Telehealth vs In-Clinic Medication Abortion Services”

A recent study on telehealth medication abortion services (tele-

MAB) (from one clinic with a medical provider to another clinic where
the patient is located) notes that, “Tele-MAB services reach some
communities traditionally underserved by clinic-based services,
addressing some disparities in receipt of care. As access to abortion
care continues to be restricted in the US, innovative models of care
delivery are needed to accommodate the sustained demand for services
and to meet the needs of diverse patient populations” (4).

Fiastro, Anna E., Zihan Zheng, Molly R. Ruben, Jessica Gipson, and Emily M. Godfrey. “Telehealth
vs In-Clinic Medication Abortion Services.” JAMA Network Open 6, no. 9 (September 1, 2023):
€2331900. https://doi.org/10.1001/jamanetworkopen.2023.31900

“Universal Access to Contraception: Women, Families,
and Communities Benefit”

“Women should have free choice about whether and when to use
contraceptives as well as the choice of contraception. Nondirective,
noncoercive counseling is key to honoring women'’s choices about their
contraceptive method use or nonuse” (150).

Rice, Laurel W., Eve Espey, Dee E. Fenner, Kimberly D. Gregory, Jacquelyn Askins, and Charles J.
Lockwood. “Universal Access to Contraception: Women, Families, and Communities Benefit.”
American Journal of Obstetrics and Gynecology 222, no. 2 (February 2020): 150.e1-150.€5. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.ajog.2019.09.014



“Universal Access to Contraception: Women, Families,
and Communities Benefit”

“Access to contraception should not be restricted by the government,
and should be universally covered by private and public [insurance]
payers. Increased access to affordable contraception reduces
unintended pregnancies, maternal mortality, preterm birth, abortions,
and obesity, and improves the health of women, families and
communities” (150).

Rice, Laurel W., Eve Espey, Dee E. Fenner, Kimberly D. Gregory, Jacquelyn Askins, and Charles J.
Lockwood. “Universal Access to Contraception: Women, Families, and Communities Benefit.”
American Journal of Obstetrics and Gynecology 222, no. 2 (February 2020): 150.e1-150.€5. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.ajog.2019.09.014

“Abortion Training in US Obstetrics and Gynecology
Residency Programs in a Post-Dobbs Era”

The overturning of Roe v. Wade does not only impact people in the
US in terms of their reproductive choices, it also limits and shapes the
training available to obstetrics and gynecology residents in states
with abortion bans. A recent study shows that “almost one in six US
obstetrics and gynecology residents who had routine training prior
to June 2022 had lost routine in-state training” (4). The authors
noted that, “This highlights a need for programs in restricted states
that outsource their abortion and family planning training, while
acknowledging that sending residents out of state for training
inherently increases barriers to residents—whether it be ability to
travel without family, the cost of travel, or licensing and other logistical
burdens” (4).

A recent study shows that “residents in states with abortion bans



are more likely to go into general practice and less likely to pursue
subspecialty training compared to residents in states with legal
abortion. This finding is particularly critical as general obstetrician-
gynecologists are likely to encounter pregnant patients needing
emergent, life-saving abortion care” (4). The authors also noted that
of the programs surveyed, “nearly half of residency programs in states
with legal abortion lacked routine abortion training, despite preserved
abortion legality in the state—highlighting an opportunity for
improved abortion training within states where abortion remains lega
(5-6).

III

Vinekar, Kavita, Aishwarya Karlapudi, Callie Cox Bauer, Jody Steinauer, Radhika Rible, Kather-
ine Brown, and Jema K. Turk. “Abortion Training in U.S. Obstetrics and Gynecology Residen-
cy Programs in a Post-Dobbs Era.” Contraception 130 (February 1, 2024): 110291. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.contraception.2023.110291.

“Racialization and Reproduction: Asian Immigrants and California’s
Twentieth-Century Eugenic Sterilization Program”

A 2023 study on racialization and reproduction revealed “quantitative
evidence of disproportionate eugenic sterilization of Asian immigrants
in twentieth-century California” (725). The authors also noted that,
“More recent reports of forced or coercive sterilization, such as
California’s prison system sterilizing an estimated 148 incarcerated
women without consent (Chappell 2013) and sterilization abuse reports
from a US Immigration and Customs Enforcement detention facility
(Project South et al. 2020), exemplify the ongoing need to confront
eugenic legacies to achieve reproductive justice” (725).

Kaniecki, Marie, Nicole L Novak, Sarah Gao, Natalie Lira, Toni Ann Trevifio, Kate O’Connor, and
Alexandra Minna Stern. “Racialization and Reproduction: Asian Immigrants and California’s Twen-
tieth-Century Eugenic Sterilization Program.” Social Forces 102, no. 2 (December 1, 2023): 706-29.
https://doi.org/10.1093/sf/soad060.



In-text citations:

Chappell, Bill. “California’s prison sterilizations reportedly echo eugenics era.” National Public
Radio. July 9 (2013).

South, P. “Lack of medical care unsafe work practices and absence of adequate protection against
COVID-19 for detained immigrants and employees alike at the Irwin County Detention Center.”
(2020).

“California recently passed legislation to compensate sterilization
survivors, which include those sterilized under its eugenics law and

in prisons after 1979. A 2016 study estimated up to 831 survivors of
coercive eugenic sterilizations in California may still be alive, and their
experiences and the racial injustices wrought by these institutions
deserve acknowledgment (Stern et al. 2017)” (725).

Kaniecki, Marie, Nicole L Novak, Sarah Gao, Natalie Lira, Toni Ann Trevifio, Kate O’Connor, and
Alexandra Minna Stern. “Racialization and Reproduction: Asian Immigrants and California’s Twen-
tieth-Century Eugenic Sterilization Program.” Social Forces 102, no. 2 (December 1, 2023): 706-29.
https://doi.org/10.1093/sf/soad060.

“Maternity Care at the Intersections of Language,
Ethnicity, and Immigration Status”

“Reproductive autonomy cannot be achieved without access to
culturally and linguistically appropriate health care. Health care
systems should ensure that comprehensive information is given to
women, in a language and manner they can understand, with particular
attention toward providing in-language services across multiple
ethnicities” (618).

Sudhinaraset, May, Rebecca A. Kolodner, and Michelle Kao Nakphong. “Maternity Care at the In-

tersections of Language, Ethnicity, and Immigration Status: A Qualitative Study.” Women’s Health
Issues 33, no. 6 (November 1, 2023): 618—-25. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.whi.2023.04.004



“Differential Rights: How Abortion Bans Impact Latinas
in Their Reproductive Years”

A UCLA policy report shows that the overturning of Roe v. Wade “has
the potential to disproportionately impact Latinas more than non-
Hispanic white women,” in part because “almost half of all Latinas of
childbearing age live in abortion-restrictive states that threaten the
reproductive rights of women.”

Morales, Josephina Flores, and Julia Hernandez Nierenberg. 2022. “Differential Rights: How
Abortion Bans Impact Latinas in Their Reproductive Years.” UCLA Latino Policy & Politics Institute,
December 13, 2022. https://latino.ucla.edu/research/abortion-bans-latinas/.

“Infant Deaths After Texas’ 2021 Ban on Abortion in
Early Pregnancy”

A 2024 study found that “Texas’ 2021 ban on abortion in early
pregnancy was associated with unexpected increases in infant and
neonatal deaths in Texas between 2021 and 2022” (784). Further, “The
results suggest that restrictive abortion policies may have important
unintended consequences in terms of trauma to families and medical
cost as a result of increases in infant mortality” (784).

Gemmill, Alison, Claire E. Margerison, Elizabeth A. Stuart, and Suzanne O. Bell. “Infant Deaths Af-

ter Texas’ 2021 Ban on Abortion in Early Pregnancy.” JAMA Pediatrics, June 24, 2024. https://doi.
org/10.1001/jamapediatrics.2024.0885



BIBLIOGRAPHY

Afulani, Patience A., Michelle K. Nakphong, and May Sudhinaraset.
“Person-Centred Sexual and Reproductive Health: A Call for
Standardized Measurement.” Health Expectations 26, no. 4 (2023):
1384—90. https://doi.org/10.1111/hex.13781.

Bailey, Martha. “Equal Opportunities Begin with Contraception.” Nature
588, no. 7838 (December 16, 2020): S177-S177. https://doi.
org/10.1038/d41586-020-03537-1.

Barr-Walker, Jill, Ruvani T. Jayaweera, Ana Maria Ramirez, and Caitlin
Gerdts. “Experiences of Women Who Travel for Abortion: A Mixed
Methods Systematic Review.” Edited by Mellissa H. Withers. PLOS
ONE 14, no. 4 (April 9, 2019): e0209991. https://doi.org/10.1371/
journal.pone.0209991.

Bohren, Meghan A., Martha Vazquez Corona, Osamuedeme J. Odiase,
Alyce N. Wilson, May Sudhinaraset, Nadia Diamond-Smith, Jim
Berryman, Ozge Tuncalp, and Patience A. Afulani. “Strategies to
Reduce Stigma and Discrimination in Sexual and Reproductive
Healthcare Settings: A Mixed-Methods Systematic Review.” PLOS
Global Public Health 2, no. 6 (June 15, 2022): e0000582. https://
doi.org/10.1371/journal.pgph.0000582.

Chen, Katherine L., Madeline Brozen, Jeffrey E. Rollman, Tayler Ward,
Keith C. Norris, Kimberly D. Gregory, and Frederick J. Zimmerman.
“How Is the COVID-19 Pandemic Shaping Transportation Access
to Health Care?” Transportation Research Interdisciplinary
Perspectives 10 (June 2021): 100338. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
trip.2021.100338.




Cohen, Cathren. “Beyond Rational Belief: Evaluating Health-Justified
Abortion Restrictions after Whole Woman'’s Health.” New York
University Review of Law & Social Change 42, no. 2 (2019 2018):
173-220.

Cohen, Cathren, Lauren A. Hunter, Raiza M. Beltran, Jaclyn Serpico,
Laura Packel, Ayako Miyashita Ochoa, Sandra I. McCoy, and
Kerith J. Conron. “Willingness of Pharmacists to Prescribe
Medication Abortion in California.” JAMA Network Open
7, no. 4 (April 10, 2024): e246018. https://doi.org/10.1001/
jamanetworkopen.2024.6018.

Edu, Ugo Felicia. “Aesthetics Politics: Negotiations of Black
Reproduction in Brazil.” Accessed August 2, 2024. https://www.
tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/01459740.2019.1665671.

———. “When Doctors Don’t Tie: Hierarchical Medicalization,
Reproduction, and Sterilization in Brazil.” Medical Anthropology
Quarterly 32, no. 4 (2018): 556-73. https://doi.org/10.1111/
maq.12475.

Fiastro, Anna E., Zihan Zheng, Molly R. Ruben, Jessica Gipson, and Emily
M. Godfrey. “Telehealth vs In-Clinic Medication Abortion
Services.” JAMA Network Open 6, no. 9 (September 1, 2023):
€2331900. https://doi.org/10.1001/jamanetworkopen.2023.31900.

Foster, Diana Greene, M. Antonia Biggs, Sarah Raifman, Jessica Gipson,
Katrina Kimport, and Corinne H. Rocca. “Comparison of Health,
Development, Maternal Bonding, and Poverty Among Children
Born After Denial of Abortion vs After Pregnancies Subsequent
to an Abortion.” JAMA Pediatrics 172, no. 11 (November 1, 2018):
1053-60. https://doi.org/10.1001/jamapediatrics.2018.1785.

Franklin, Cary. “Whole Woman’s Health v. Hellerstedt and What It
Means to Protect Women.” SSRN Scholarly Paper. Rochester, NY,
July 2, 2018. https://papers.ssrn.com/abstract=3206983.

Franklin, Cary C. “Politics All the Way down Constitutional Law.”
Jotwell: The Journal of Things We Like (Lots) 2023, no. 1 (2023):
1-3.




Gemmill, Alison, Claire E. Margerison, Elizabeth A. Stuart, and Suzanne
O. Bell. “Infant Deaths After Texas’ 2021 Ban on Abortionin
Early Pregnancy.” JAMA Pediatrics, June 24, 2024. https://doi.
org/10.1001/jamapediatrics.2024.0885.

Gipson, Jessica D., and Dawn M. Upchurch. “Do the Status and
Empowerment of Mothers Predict Their Daughters’ Reproductive
Outcomes?” BMC Pregnancy and Childbirth 17, no. 2 (November 8,
2017): 348. https://doi.orqg/10.1186/s12884-017-1497-z.

Goff, Anne Le, Robbin Jeffries Hein, Ariel N. Hart, Isaias Roberson,
and Hannah L. Landecker. “Anticipating in Vitro Gametogenesis:
Hopes and Concerns for IVG among Diverse Stakeholders.”

Stem Cell Reports 19, no. 7 (July 9, 2024): 933—-45. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.stemcr.2024.05.002.

Hammerman, Claudia, Aaron Delaney, and Melissa Goodman. “BRIEF OF
OVER 300 REPRODUCTIVE HEALTH RESEARCHERS AS AMICI
CURIAE IN SUPPORT OF PETITIONERS,” n.d.

Haruty, Bella, Julie Friedman, Stephanie Hopp, Ryane Daniels, and
Janet Pregler. “Reproductive Health and the Environment:
Counseling Patients about Risks.” Cleveland Clinic Journal of
Medicine 83, no. 5 (May 2016): 367-72. https://doi.org/10.3949/
ccjm.83a.14070.

Howell, Elizabeth A., Haywood Brown, Jessica Brumley, Allison S. B
Bryant, Aaron B. Caughey, Andria M. Cornell, Jacqueline H. Grant,

et al. “Reduction of Peripartum Racial and Ethnic Disparities: A
Conceptual Framework and Maternal Safety Consensus Bundle.”
Obstetrics and Gynecology 131, no. 5 (May 2018): 770—82. https://
doi.org/10.1097/A0G.0000000000002475.

Jackson, Fleda Mask, Allison Bryant, Kimberly D. Gregory, Rachel
Hardeman, and Elizabeth A. Howell. “Introduction: The Quest
for Birth Equity and Justice-Now Is the Time.” Maternal and
Child Health Journal 26, no. 4 (April 2022): 659-60. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s10995-022-03436-z.




Jung, Christina, Anna Fiastro, Alia Cornell, Rachel Steward, Radhika
Rible, and Jessica D. Gipson. “Patient Perspectives on Barriers
in Obtaining Timely Abortion Care in Los Angeles, California.”
Contraception 117 (January 1, 2023): 50-54. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.contraception.2022.08.003.

Kaniecki, Marie, Nicole L Novak, Sarah Gao, Natalie Lira, Toni Ann
Trevifio, Kate O’Connor, and Alexandra Minna Stern. “Racialization
and Reproduction: Asian Immigrants and California’s Twentieth-
Century Eugenic Sterilization Program.” Social Forces 102, no. 2
(December 1, 2023): 706-29. https://doi.org/10.1093/sf/soad060.

Karlapudi, Aishwarya, Radhika Rible, and Kavita Vinekar. “Transparency
around Abortion Training on Obstetrics and Gynecology
Residency Program Websites.” Contraception 130 (February 1,
2024): 110296. https://doi.orqg/10.1016/j.contraception.2023.110296.

Kligman, Gail. The Politics of Duplicity: Controlling Reproduction in
Ceausescu’s Romania. University of California Press, 2023.

Korotkaya, Yelena, Angela Y. Chen, Rachel Steward, Elaine Y. Chan,
Elizabeth O. Schmidt, and Jessica D. Gipson. “Evaluating
the Frequency of Crisis Pregnancy Center Visits among a
Population of Patients Seeking Abortions in Los Angeles.”
Contraception 123 (July 1, 2023): 110024. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
contraception.2023.110024.

Lappé, Martine, Robbin Jeffries Hein, and Hannah Landecker.
“Environmental Politics of Reproduction.” Annual Review of
Anthropology 48, no. Volume 48, 2019 (October 21, 2019): 133-50.
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-anthro-102218-011346.

LaVaccare, Sue, Allison L. Diamant, Julie Friedman, Karen T. Singh,
Jessica A. Baker, Tayler A. Rodriguez, Susan R. Cohen, Farina
Y. Dary, and Janet Pregler. “Healthcare Experiences of
Underrepresented Lesbian and Bisexual Women: A Focus Group
Qualitative Study.” Health Equity 2, no. 1 (July 1, 2018): 131-38.
https://doi.org/10.1089/heq.2017.0041.




Maxwell, Lauren, Arijit Nandi, Andrea Benedetti, Karen Devries,
Jennifer Wagman, and Claudia Garcia-Moreno. “Intimate Partner
Violence and Pregnancy Spacing: Results from a Meta-Analysis
of Individual Participant Time-to-Event Data from 29 Low-and-
Middle-Income Countries.” BMJ Global Health 3, no. 1 (January 13,
2018): e000304. https://doi.org/10.1136/bmjgh-2017-000304.

Nikpour, Gelareh, Antoinette Allen, Sally Rafie, Myung Sim, Radhika
Rible, and Angela Chen. “Pharmacy Implementation of a New Law
Allowing Year-Long Hormonal Contraception Supplies.” Pharmacy
(Basel, Switzerland) 8, no. 3 (September 6, 2020): 165. https://doi.
org/10.3390/pharmacy8030165.

Rice, Laurel W., Eve Espey, Dee E. Fenner, Kimberly D. Gregory,
Jacquelyn Askins, and Charles J. Lockwood. “Universal
Access to Contraception: Women, Families, and Communities
Benefit.” American Journal of Obstetrics and Gynecology 222,
no. 2 (February 2020): 150.e1-150.e5. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
3j0g.2019.09.014.

Sears, Brad, Cathren Cohen Cathren, and Stemple, Lara. “People
Traveling to California and Los Angeles for Abortion Care If Roe
v. Wade Is Overturned,” June 2022. https://law.ucla.edu/sites/
default/files/PDFs/Center_on_Reproductive_Health/California
Abortion_Estimates.pdf.

Seelig, Michelle D., Lillian Gelberg, Paula Tavrow, Martin Lee, and Lisa V.
Rubenstein. “Determinants of Physician Unwillingness to Offer
Medical Abortion Using Mifepristone.” Women'’s Health Issues
16, no. 1 (January 1, 2006): 14-21. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
whi.2005.12.001.

Stern, Alexandra Minna. Eugenic Nation: Faults and Frontiers of Better
Breeding in Modern America. Univ of California Press, 2016.

Sudhinaraset, May, Jessica D. Gipson, Michelle K. Nakphong, Brenda
Soun, Patience A. Afulani, Ushma D. Upadhyay, and Rajita
Patil. “Person-Centered Abortion Care Scale: Validation for




Medication Abortion in the United States.” Contraception
137 (September 1, 2024): 110485. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
contraception.2024.110485.

Sudhinaraset, May, Rebecca A. Kolodner, and Michelle Kao Nakphong.
“Maternity Care at the Intersections of Language, Ethnicity, and
Immigration Status: A Qualitative Study.” Women’s Health Issues
33, no. 6 (November 1, 2023): 618—25. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
whi.2023.04.004.

Sudhinaraset, May, Amanda Landrian, Patience A. Afulani, Beth Phillips,
Nadia Diamond-Smith, and Sun Cotter. “Development and
Validation of a Person-Centered Abortion Scale: The Experiences
of Care in Private Facilities in Kenya.” BMC Women'’s Health 20, no.
1 (September 19, 2020): 208. https://doi.org/10.1186/s12905-020-
01071-w.

Sudhinaraset, May, Dovile Vilda, Jessica D. Gipson, Marta Bornstein,
and Maeve E. Wallace. “Women’s Reproductive Rights Policies
and Adverse Birth Outcomes: A State-Level Analysis to Assess the
Role of Race and Nativity Status.” American Journal of Preventive
Medicine 59, no. People Who Can Get Pregnant.” Williams
Institute. Accessed August 16, 2024. https://williamsinstitute.law.
ucla.edu/publications/abortion-access-lgbtq/.

Uysal, Jasmine, Paula Tavrow, Ruth Hsu, and Amy Alterman.
“Availability and Accessibility of Emergency Contraception to
Adolescent Callers in Pharmacies in Four Southwestern States.”
Journal of Adolescent Health 64, no. 2 (February 1, 2019): 219-25.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jadohealth.2018.08.030.

Vinekar, Kavita, Aishwarya Karlapudi, Callie Cox Bauer, Jody Steinauer,
Radhika Rible, Katherine Brown, and Jema K. Turk. “Abortion
Training in U.S. Obstetrics and Gynecology Residency Programs in
a Post-Dobbs Era.” Contraception 130 (February 1, 2024): 110291.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.contraception.2023.110291.

Vinekar, Kavita, Aishwarya Karlapudi, Lauren Nathan, Jema K.




Turk, Radhika Rible, and Jody Steinauer. “Projected Implications
of Overturning Roe v Wade on Abortion Training in U.S.
Obstetrics and Gynecology Residency Programs.” Obstetrics &
Gynecology 140, no. 2 (August 2022): 146. https://doi.org/10.1097/
AOG.0000000000004832.

Wollum, Alexandra, Marta Bornstein, Gladson Mopiwa, Alison
Norris, and Jessica D. Gipson. “Assessing the Relationship
between Reproductive Autonomy and Contraceptive Use in Rural
Malawi.” Reproductive Health 20, no. 1 (September 22, 2023): 142.
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12978-023-01688-8.




College
UCLA So?:ial Sciences

CENTERFOR | B A RBRA
THE STUDY | STREISAND
OF WOMEN |CENTER

Reproductive Justice Research Roundup

Written by: Katja Antoine, Program and Research Developer
Designed by: Kaya Napachoti, Graphic Designer

Compiled by: Rosie Grant, Outreach and Marketing Manager

UCLA Study for the Center of Women|Barbra Streisand Center

1500 Public Affairs Building - Los Angeles, CA 90095-7222 310-825-0590 -
www.csw.ucla.edu « csw@csw.ucla.edu

Director: Grace Kyungwon Hong



