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older women. Women with one or two living children 
were more likely than women of higher parity to report 
that their children had been negatively affected (69% vs. 
49%); however, those with at least one child were more 
likely than childless women to have suffered some loss of 
productivity (76–77% vs. 66%). The proportion of women 
who reported that they, their children, or someone in their 
household had suffered negative consequences was con-
sistently higher among married women than among un-
married women. 

Women who were not attending school were more like-
ly than those who were to report loss of productivity (75% 

average, women paid 41,800 shillings (US$16) in out-of-
pocket costs for treatment of postabortion complications 
at the health facility where they were initially interviewed; 
at follow-up, a couple of months after the first interview, 
women reported having paid an additional 26,700 shil-
lings (US$10) for medical expenses incurred between the 
first and second interviews. The average total out-of-pocket 
expenditure per woman was 128,000 shillings (US$49—
not shown).

The amount paid to obtain an unsafe abortion was high-
er among women who were younger than 20 (68,100 shil-
lings), childless (77,000), unmarried (73,300), attending 
school (94,500), residing in urban areas (71,500) or in the 
wealthiest group (81,900 shillings) than among women in 
the respective reference groups.

Not surprisingly, the expenses women incurred for 
postabortion care were higher among women who had 
spent two or more nights in the health facility (58,900 
shillings) than among women with shorter stays (28,900–
29,500), as severe complications that require a longer stay 
at the facility are likely to lead to higher expenses. Facility 
and provider characteristics were also strongly associated 
with the level of expenses incurred. Women who had re-
ceived postabortion care at private or nonprofit facilities in-
curred higher expenses than did women treated at public 
facilities (153,000 vs. 32,300 shillings), and women who 
were treated by doctors paid more than did women who 
received care from providers other than doctors or nurse-
midwives (46,900 vs. 30,200). Furthermore, women who 
did not have any children incurred higher postabortion 
care expenses than did women with three or more chil-
dren (46,800 vs. 37,700).

No subgroup differences were observed at the follow-up 
interviews for postabortion care expenses.
•Social and economic outcomes. At the first interview, 60% 
of the 666 women who had children reported that their 
children were eating less, were unable to attend school 
or both as a result of the abortion (Table 2). In addition, 
73% of the women who likely had had an induced abor-
tion stated that they or someone else in their household 
were already experiencing some loss of productivity. Dur-
ing the follow-up interviews, 34% of the 420 women who 
likely had had an induced abortion reported that they had 
experienced an economic impact from their abortion com-
plications. 

Most of our independent variables were associated with 
one or more negative consequences. Overall, higher pro-
portions of women who had more serious complications 
(i.e., had spent a night or more in a health facility) than 
those with less serious complications reported having 
experienced negative consequences—their children had 
suffered, they or someone in their household had lost pro-
ductive employment or their economic circumstances had 
deteriorated. The proportion of women who reported that 
their children had suffered negative consequence declined 
with increasing age, from 92% among teenage respon-
dents to 62% among 20–29-year-olds and 51% among 

TABLE 3. Odds ratios (and standard errors) from regression 
analyses examining the likelihood that women reported 
that their unsafe abortion resulted in negative conse-
quences for their children or loss of productivity

Measure Odds ratio

Negative  
consequences 
for children‡

   Loss of 
   productivity

PRIMARY INDEPENDENT VARIABLES
No. of nights at facility
0 (ref) 1.00 1.00
1 1.76 (0.250)* 2.20 (0.203)***
≥2 1.63 (0.221)* 2.39 (0.182)***

Postabortion care expenses
Low (ref) 1.00 1.00
High 0.91 (0.187) 1.16 (0.167)

WOMEN’S CHARACTERISTICS
Age
≤19 (ref) 1.00 1.00
20–29 0.18 (0.627)** 1.00 (0.219)
≥30 0.17 (0.650)** 0.97 (0.320)

No. of living children§
0 (ref) na 1.00
1–2 (ref) 1.00 1.50 (0.232)†
≥3 0.39 (0.228)*** 1.42 (0.301)

Marital status
Not married (ref) 1.00 1.00
Married 2.24 (0.226)*** 1.58 (0.193)*

Attending school
No (ref) 1.00 1.00
Yes 0.70 (0.791) 0.97 (0.253)

Educational attainment
≤primary (ref) 1.00 1.00
>primary but not >secondary 1.19 (0.217) 0.89 (0.185)
>secondary 0.79 (0.365) 0.72 (0.286)

Residence
Rural (ref) 1.00 1.00
Urban 1.24 (0.221) 0.99 (0.183)

Wealth 
Poorest (ref) 1.00 1.00
Middle 0.47 (0.233)** 1.12 (0.199)
Wealthiest 0.40 (0.310)** 1.17 (0.248)

Intercept 1.978 (0.675)** –0.038 (0.293)

*p<.05. **p<.01. ***p<.001. †p<.10. ‡Among respondents with children. 
§Reference category is 0 for loss of productivity and 1–2 for negative con-
sequences for children. Notes: Missing values were dropped using listwise 
deletion, resulting in sample sizes of 568 for negative consequences for 
children and 919 for loss of productivity. na=not applicable.


