
35Volume 28, Number 1, March 2002

methods are highly significant, at 0.39 for female steriliza-
tion and the pill and 0.47 for the IUD but only 0.10 for the
condom. Each correlation is higher when the 1989 avail-
ability data are used (0.43, 0.46, 0.65 and 0.17). These pat-
terns, in both years, give partial support to the usefulness
of the availability ratings. Results from one study cycle to
the next have shown a consistency in the associations, even
as the levels of program effort have risen.12

The correlations in question necessarily reflect reality to
some extent, because use cannot exist without access. The
use level sets a minimum level for what access must be;
moreover, access to a contraceptive method always exceeds
its use, because many couples who could use the method
prefer, and use, other methods. The true degree of associ-
ation between access and use is as likely to be obscured as
heightened by any nonindependence between the measures.
The data for different countries are reported by different
respondents, who would vary in the access rating they

might be affected. However, explicit instructions are given
in the program effort questionnaire that access measures
are not the same as actual use and that the two are not to
be confused. The respondent is asked to estimate the per-
centage of the population with access to each method, with-
out regard to the level of use. Each method is listed indi-
vidually, with separate entries for the rural and urban
sectors.

One check on the accuracy of the availability informa-
tion is afforded by DHS survey information on the per-
centage of women who know of a source for a given method.
That measure is a more objective indicator, and knowledge
of a source for a particular method should correspond gen-
erally to the actual availability of the method. Some DHS
country reports do not include source information, but it
is available from data tapes for 20 country surveys con-
ducted between 1990 and 1993.11 Correlations for 1994
between availability and knowledge of a source for the four

FIGURE 2. Prevalence of use of four modern contraceptive methods (the pill, condom, IUD and female sterilization), by mean
overall level of method availability and overall level of prevalence, 64 countries, 1994 or 1999

Mean availability Mean prevalence Mean
prevalence

Very low (N=16) Low (N=16) Medium (N=16) High (N=16) (N=64)

Country % Country % Country % Country %

All 6.2 22.4 39.5 58.6 31.7

Very low Mean 5.6 Mean 18.8 Mean 46.0 Mean 0.0 11.5

Benin 2.4 Iraq* 18.8 Panama* 46.0
Ethiopia 2.8 Guyana* 46.0
Niger 3.2
Nigeria* 3.6
Mali 4.0
Madagascar 4.8
Uganda 5.2
Mauritania* 5.6
Cameroon 6.4
Sudan 7.2
Malawi 8.0
Tanzania 8.8
Lesotho* 10.4

Low Mean 8.8 Mean 18.9 Mean 40.8 Mean 59.6 32.2 

Haiti 11.6 Syria* 23.6 Jordan 36.4 Egypt 47.6
Senegal 6.0 Zambia 13.2 El Salvador 44.8 Cuba* 80.8

Nepal 15.6 Zimbabwe 40.8 Jamaica 50.4
Kenya 18.8 Honduras 38.4
Guatemala 26.4 Ecuador 44.4
Pakistan 15.6

Medium Mean 8.8 Mean 20.8 Mean 37.2 Mean 58.4 39.5

Ghana 8.8 Bolivia 16.0 Iran* 39.2 Kuwait* 48.4
Oman 15.2 India 32.8 Costa Rica 62.0
Philippines 25.6 Morocco 42.4 Vietnam 55.2
Indonesia 27.2 Turkey 35.2 Rep. of Korea 55.2

Sri Lanka 37.2 China 73.2
Dom. Rep. 57.6

High Mean 0.0 Mean 28.4 Mean 37.2 Mean 58.1 43.6

Peru 32.0 Mauritius* 35.2 Colombia 54.0
Malaysia* 24.0 Paraguay 34.4 Thailand 50.0
Bangladesh 32.0 Algeria 38.8 Brazil 66.4
Trinidad & Tobago* 31.2 Venezuela* 40.0 Mexico 54.4
Botswana* 22.8 Singapore* 62.8

Taiwan 72.0
Tunisia* 46.8

*Data are for 1994.




