
Figure 5. Would more restrictive 
abortion laws impact the way 
clinicians provide care for their 
patients. (n=22). Each response was 
grouped into one of three categories: 
yes, no change, and unsure. 

Figure 7. How do clinicians feel about the 
Dobbs v Jackson decision (n=22). Each 
response was grouped into one of three 
categories: disagree, agree, or neutral. No 
clinicians responded that they agree. 

Figure 6. Do clinicians expect Dobbs v 
Jackson decision to impact the way they 
provide care to their patients (n=23). Each 
response was grouped into one of three 
categories: yes, no, and unsure. 
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Clinician’s Perspective on Reproductive Healthcare & 
Reproductive Health Rights in Southeast Michigan 

Reproductive healthcare is essential care that includes family 
planning, assisted reproductive technologies, sexually 
transmitted infection (STI) screening and treatment, abortion 
access, and sexual health education. Unfortunately, 
reproductive healthcare and reproductive rights are often the 
subject of erosive litigation. This litigation limits individuals’ 
access to reproductive healthcare thereby inhibiting 
individuals’ ability to exert autonomy over their health. In 
June of 2022, the US Supreme Court ruled in favor of Dobbs 
in the case of Dobbs v Jackson Women’s Health 
Organization. This ruling effectively overturned the 1973 Roe 
v Wade decision and ended the protected right to access 
abortion care. After the Supreme Court decision, additional 
litigation at the state level has further restricted reproductive 
healthcare access. This study is intended to better 
understand how Southeast Michigan has been impacted. 

Introduction

Aims and Objectives
1. Have clinicians working in Southeast Michigan 

experienced any changes in their ability to provide 
essential reproductive healthcare to their patients 
following the Dobbs v Jackson decision?

2. Understand clinicians perspective on the Dobbs v 
Jackson decision 

3. Contribute meaningful data to the conversation 
surrounding reproductive healthcare. With this, we will 
be better poised to advocate for the needs of our 
community and similar communities.

• Electronic survey disseminated via e-mail to clinician’s 
who provide reproductive healthcare in Southeast 
Michigan. 

• The survey was brief (10 questions) and did not ask for 
identifying information to reduce barrier to participation. 

• Data collection occurred from late 2024 to early 2025. 
• The survey asked both quantitative and qualitative 

questions about the clinician’s practice, changes in 
reproductive health care, and perceived impact of Dobbs 
vs Jackson supreme court case. 

• The quantitative data was exported into SPSS for 
analysis. The data was summarized using descriptive 
statistics.

• The qualitative evaluated using thematic analysis. 

Methods

Results
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The Dobbs v Jackson decision has impacted 
reproductive healthcare in Southeast Michigan
• 51.9% of the clinician's surveyed reported an increased 

in proactive birth control use
• 70.4% of clinicians report increases in long acting 

reversible contraception. 
• Nevertheless, the pill is still the most commonly 

prescribed birth control method, followed by the IUD

Conclusions

Figure 3. Prescription patterns of contraception 
in Southeast Michigan (n=27). When clinicians 
chose other, they were able to write in what 
methods they use, written responses included 
surgical sterilization, foam/gel, condoms. 

Figure 1. Have clinician’s observed an increase in 
proactive birth control use following the Dobbs V 
Jackson Decision in June 2022. (n=27). When 
clinicians chose other, they were able to write in 
response. One respondent noted that there was an 
increase immediately after the decision but it has 
since stabilized.

Figure 2. Have clinician’s observed an increase in 
long acting birth control (IUD, Nexplanon, Depo-
Provera) use following the Dobbs V Jackson 
Decision in June 2022. (n=27). When clinicians 
chose other, they were able to write in response. One 
respondent noted that there was an increase 
immediately after the decision but it has since 
stabilized.

Figure 4. Do clinicians recommend the morning 
after pill to sexually active people assigned 
female at birth (AFAB) who who do not use other 
forms of birth control? (n=27). When clinicians 
chose other, they were able to write in response. The 
two respondents who chose other note that they 
recommend the morning after pill but emphasize the 
importance of a consistent birth control method.

Do clinicians expect the Dobbs v Jackson decision 
to impact the way you provide patient care in the 
future?

How would more restrictive abortion laws impact 
the way clinicians provide care to their patients?

How do clinicians feel about the Dobbs v 
Jackson decision? 

The majority of clinicians surveyed oppose the Dobbs v 
Jackson decision 
• 95.5% of respondents were opposed to the Dobbs v 

Jackson decision
• 52.2% of respondents expect Dobbs v Jackson to impact 

they way they provide care 
• Several clinicians report being thankful that the state of 

Michigan has protected abortion access 

• The majority of clinicians in Southeast Michigan  
recognize that Dobbs v Jackson threatens 
reproductive rights and reproductive healthcare

• Southeast Michigan has been impacted by the 
decision, the state of Michigan protecting abortion 
laws has minimized the impact. 

• Future studies should include larger sample sizes. 

(n=22). Each response was evaluated for themes and some responses were 
found to contain more than one theme.

Table 1. Thematic analysis of clinician’s response to the question 
“How would more restrictive abortion laws impact your patient care?”

(n=23). Each response was evaluated for themes, in this case 
each response contained one major theme. 

Table 2. Thematic analysis of clinician’s response to the 
question “Do you expect the Dobbs v Jacksons Women’s 
Health Organization supreme court decision to impact the 
way you provide patient care in the future?”

(n=22). Each response was evaluated for themes and some 
responses were found to contain more than one theme 

Table 3. Thematic analysis of clinician’s response to the 
question “Tell us how you felt about the outcome of the 
Dobbs v Jackson Supreme Court Case”

https://www.supremecourt.gov/opinions/21pdf/19-1392_6j37.pdf

