
important, fewer than one in five had any period of

unprotected risk in the prior year (6% used no method,

and 12% had an at-risk gap—Table 2). In comparison,

among women who said that avoiding pregnancy was

a little or not important, nearly four in 10 had a period of

unprotected risk (17% used no method, and 22% had an

at-risk gap). Similarly, higher proportions of women who

responded that they would be very pleased with a preg-

nancy now than of those reporting other reactions were

nonusers all year or experienced at-risk gaps. Further-

more, a higher proportion of womenwho agreedwith the

fatalistic statement about getting pregnant than ofwomen

who disagreed or were neutral reported a period of

unprotected risk in the prior year or nonuse throughout

the year.

A higher proportion of women who began the year

using a traditional or barrier method than of those who

began the year using a hormonal or long-acting method

had an at-risk gap (21% vs. 12%). In addition, 30% of

those who were neutral about or dissatisfied with their

method experienced an at-risk gap during the year,

whereas only 12–18% of those who were somewhat or

very satisfied had such a gap.

Although there were no significant differences in the

proportions of women experiencing gaps in method use

between those who went to private providers and those

who went to clinics in the past two years, a higher

proportion of clinic clients reported method switching

(30% vs. 24%). Not surprisingly, a higher proportion of

women who made no visit for reproductive services than

of women who visited either type of provider were non-

users for the entire year (24% vs. 6–7%).

Somewhat surprising was the lack of any association

between women’s contraceptive use patterns and their

overall satisfaction with recent family planning or repro-

ductive health services. However, one aspect of the

provider-client relationship did have a significant associ-

ation with method use patterns—higher proportions of

women who felt that they could not call their clinician

with questions about contraceptive methods than of

those who felt otherwise had an at-risk gap or used no

method all year.

Multivariate Findings
dNo method use versus any use. As suggested by the

bivariate results, women who were aged 35–44, were

black or had less than a college education had elevated

odds of having been nonusers for the entire year (odds

ratios, 1.9–3.8—Table 3). In addition, the likelihood of

nonuse was higher among women not currently in a

relationship than among those in a relationship of mor-

e than four years’ duration (2.4), andhigher amongwomen

whoreportedhavingsexual intercoursenomore thanonce

a month than among those having sex two or more times

a week (2.0). In contrast, women who had multiple

partners in the past year were significantly less likely to

be nonusers than were those who had one partner (0.3).

TABLE 3. Odds ratios from logistic regression analyses ex-
amining the association between demographic, socioeco-
nomic and partnership characteristics and women’s likeli-
hood of having different patterns of contraceptive method
use in the past year

Characteristic Nonuse
vs. any use
(N=1,917)

At-risk gap vs.
no at-risk gap
(N=1,760)

Switching vs.
continuous
use†
(N=1,482)

DEMOGRAPHIC
Age
18–24 (ref ) 1.00 1.00 1.00
25–34 1.03 1.10 0.83
35–44 3.25*** 0.97 0.51***

Race/ethnicity
White (ref ) 1.00 1.00 1.00
Hispanic 1.18 1.21 1.09
Black 1.94* 1.06 1.13
Asian/other 1.94 0.99 0.78

Parity
0 (ref ) 1.00 1.00 1.00
1 0.76 1.00 1.82***
‡2 0.87 0.76 1.23

SOCIOECONOMIC
Education
<H.S. 3.81*** 1.94* 0.86
H.S./GED 1.98* 2.29*** 1.11
Some college 1.99* 1.74** 1.02
‡college (ref ) 1.00 1.00 1.00

% of federal poverty level
<100 (ref ) 1.00 1.00 1.00
100–249 0.59 1.52 0.75
‡250 0.93 1.27 0.94
Don’t know/

refused 0.67 1.09 0.77

Insurance coverage
Private (ref ) 1.00 1.00 1.00
Medicaid 1.18 2.01*** 1.07
None/don’t know 1.28 1.19 0.64*

SEXUAL PARTNERSHIP
Marital status
Married (ref ) 1.00 1.00 1.00
Cohabiting 1.09 1.56* 1.10
Formerly married‡ 1.05 0.92 0.44**
Never-married‡ 0.65 0.80 0.81

Duration of current
relationship
>4 yrs. (ref ) 1.00 1.00 1.00
2–4 yrs. 0.72 0.60* 1.60*
6–23 mos. 1.23 0.55* 2.84***
<6 mos. 1.83 1.08 3.37***
No relationship 2.38* 1.89* 7.23***

Frequency of intercourse
in last 3 mos.
£once a month 1.97* 0.85 1.22
2–4 times a month 0.97 0.68* 0.82
‡2 times a week (ref ) 1.00 1.00 1.00

No. of sexual partners
in last year
1 (ref ) 1.00 1.00 1.00
‡2 0.34** 1.41 1.01

Believe current partner
is monogamous
Yes/no partner (ref ) 1.00 1.00 1.00
No 0.43 1.85** 1.06

*p<.05. **p<.01. ***p<.001. †Foranexplanationof the ‘‘switching’’subgroup,

see second footnote on page 93. ‡Not cohabiting. Notes: Regressions in-

clude all variables listed inTable 4.Nsareunweighted. ref=reference group.
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