Table 5. Odds from logistic regression models of current contraceptive use, by characteris-

tic, according to gender

Variable All respondents Men Women

General Final General Final General  Final

model model model model model model
Age
25-34 0.64 ns 1.93 ns 0.57 0.57**
>35 0.68 ns 1.38 ns 0.59 0.59**
Education
Primary 1.23 ns 0.98 ns 1.33 ns
>secondary 2.40* 2.45* 1.37 ns 3.62¢ 3.11*
Religion
Christianity 1.55 1.69* 1.22 ns 1.51 ns
Other 1.07 ns 0.47 0.51* 1.41 ns
Ethnicity
Ibo 1.08 ns 4.22 2.39* 0.67 0.61**
Yoruba 1.23 ns 2.93** ns 0.48 ns
Other 0.79 ns 3.21 ns 0.47 ns
Place of residence
Rural 0.79 ns 0.33* 0.36* 1.04 ns
Family planning approval
Approve 2.54* 2.37* 3.63* 4.81* 1.88** 1.77*
Media exposure
Yes 1.70* 1.71* 2.24* 2.38" 1.79* 1.67*
Factors
Factor 1 0.92 ns 1.40 ns 0.78 ns
Factor 2 0.87 ns 0.54 ns 1.02 0.63*
Factor 3 1.94* 1.79* 1.08 ns 3.35 2.95"
Social support for family planning
Mother-in-laws’s approval 0.96 ns 1.37 ns 0.84 ns
Closest friend’s approval 1.51 ns 1.19 ns 2.12* 1.70*
Religious group approval 1.98 1.19 1.36 ns 2.23* 1.94*
Doctor’s approval 0.79 ns 1.04 ns 0.58 ns
Spousal communication 3.37* 3.27* 5.99* 5.36* 2.28 2.76*
Spousal approval 1.96* 2.18* 1.58 2.59* 1.92* 1.72*
Constant 3.84 3.99 4.41 3.71 3.85 3.85
-2 log likelihood 677.7 687.9 227.4 232.1 418.3 427.9
X2 316.74 10.23 176.75 4.69 172.32 9.58
daf 21 12 20 8 21 13
Significance 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

*p<.05. **p<.01. Notes: Factor 1 associates family planning with health benefits and a better standard of living. Factor 2 associates
family planning with conflict in the home. Factor 3 associates family planning with improved life chances for the female child. The ref-
erence categories are 15-24 (age), none (education), Islam (religion), Hausa/Fulani (ethnicity), urban (residence), disapprove (fami-
ly planning approval), no (media exposure), no association (factors) and disapproval of each (social support). ns=not selected.






