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 TABLE 3. Adjusted odds ratios (and 95% confi dence intervals) from logistic regression analyses assessing associations between contraceptive use at 
last intercourse and selected characteristics, among women at risk of unintended pregnancy

Characteristic Unreliable/ None Pill Condom Calendar Withdrawal
none

Age
18–24 (ref ) 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
25–34 0.94 (0.61–1.44) 0.44 (0.21–0.91) 0.81 (0.46–1.44) 1.29 (0.85–1.95) 2.39 (1.16–4.92) 0.62 (0.39–0.99)
35–44 1.14 (0.73–1.79) 0.85 (0.44–1.67) 0.54 (0.27–1.06) 0.90 (0.58–1.42) 3.86 (1.87–7.96) 0.44 (0.27–0.73)

Marital status
Married (ref ) 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Cohabiting 1.60 (0.99–2.57) 0.92 (0.43–1.95) 1.38 (0.69–2.76) 0.57 (0.34–0.93) 1.15 (0.61–2.16) 1.17 (0.69–1.98)
Unmarried 1.22 (0.84–1.78) 0.96 (0.55–1.70) 0.91 (0.49–1.67) 0.95 (0.65–1.40) 1.14 (0.71–1.84) 1.01 (0.66–1.56)

Education (yrs.)
≤10 (ref ) 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
11–13 1.39 (0.70–2.75) 0.54 (0.23–1.27) 0.78 (0.26–2.39) 1.07 (0.53–2.17) 4.16 (0.96–18.02) 1.21 (0.54–2.73)
14–16 0.93 (0.46–1.85) 0.33 (0.13–0.81) 1.19 (0.40–3.61) 1.32 (0.65–2.68) 4.61 (1.06–20.02) 1.35 (0.60–3.04)
≥17 1.06 (0.50–2.27) 0.85 (0.33–2.20) 1.51 (0.46–4.92) 0.96 (0.44–2.10) 4.72 (1.03–21.55) 1.10 (0.45–2.70)

Employment
Employed (ref ) 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Unemployed 2.16 (0.92–5.07) 1.57 (0.50–4.90) 0.61 (0.14–2.71) 0.69 (0.28–1.70) 2.41 (0.92–6.37) 2.09 (0.88–4.98)
Housewife 0.92 (0.57–1.49) 1.28 (0.65–2.51) 0.83 (0.36–1.89) 1.19 (0.73–1.95) 0.76 (0.40–1.48) 0.81 (0.45–1.45)
Student 1.40 (0.75–2.62) 0.50 (0.14–1.84) 1.13 (0.52–2.42) 0.66 (0.36–1.21) 0.21 (0.03–1.61) 2.30 (1.21–4.39)
Pensioner/other 0.88 (0.45–1.70) 1.60 (0.65–3.87) 0.70 (0.24–2.06) 1.18 (0.61–2.25) 1.00 (0.40–2.51) 1.63 (0.81–3.26)

Personal income†
Low (ref ) 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Middle 0.72 (0.48–1.09) 1.10 (0.64–1.89) 2.07 (1.18–3.63) 0.95 (0.67–1.36) 1.15 (0.71–1.87) 0.92 (0.61–1.38)
High 0.51 (0.25–1.06) 0.39 (0.15–1.05) 1.82 (0.90–3.67) 1.07 (0.68–1.69) 1.40 (0.77–2.51) 1.03 (0.61–1.72)

Parity
0 (ref ) 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
1–2 2.08 (1.34–3.21) 2.54 (1.19–5.41) 0.63 (0.33–1.18) 0.47 (0.30–0.72) 1.90 (1.02–3.57) 1.63 (1.00–2.65)
≥3 2.20 (0.92–5.27) 2.87 (0.81–10.13) 0.87 (0.22–3.53) 0.33 (0.13–0.85) 0.20 (0.02–1.60) 0.66 (0.18–2.44)

Age at fi rst intercourse
≥18 (ref ) 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
<18 1.12 (0.80–1.56) 1.34 (0.80–2.26) 1.30 (0.81–2.10) 0.80 (0.57–1.12) 0.66 (0.41–1.08) 0.96 (0.66–1.39)

Used condom at fi rst intercourse
Yes (ref ) 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
No 2.24 (1.53–3.26) 2.15 (1.11–4.16) 0.74 (0.47–1.17) 0.50 (0.37–2.68) 1.17 (0.74–1.86) 1.21 (0.85–1.72)

†Based on the minimum living wage (2,308 rubles per month) at time of survey: Low=less than twice the minimum; middle=two to less than four times the minimum; high=
at least four times the minimum. Notes: Women were considered at risk of unintended pregnancy if they were sexually active, fertile, not sterilized, and not pregnant or breast-
feeding a baby younger than two months, and did not want to have (more) children. ref=reference category.

and 2.2, respectively—Table 3). Characteristics correlat-
ed with the odds of nonuse only were being aged 25–34 
(0.4), having had 14–16 years of education (0.3), having 
had one or two children (2.5) and not having used a con-
dom at fi rst intercourse (2.2). 

Women in the middle income level were more likely to 
have used the pill at last intercourse than were those with 
low income (odds ratio, 2.1); women with high income 
were not more likely to have used this method, probably 
because of the small sample size. Cohabiting women and 
those who had borne children had reduced odds of report-
ing condom use at last sex (0.6 and 0.3–0.5, respectively). 
Strong correlations were found between age and educa-
tion level and the use of the calendar method at last in-
tercourse: Women in the two older age-groups were more 
likely than the youngest women to have used this method 
(2.4 and 3.9, respectively), and those with the two highest 
education levels were more likely than those with the least 
education to have done so (4.6–4.7). Those who had had 
one or two children also had elevated odds of having used 

the calendar method (1.9). Women in the oldest cohorts 
were less likely than the youngest women to have used 
withdrawal at last intercourse (0.4–0.6), and students 
were more likely than employed women to  report such 
use (2.3). We found no associations  between method use 
and women’s desire to have children in the future.

The characteristic that was most strongly associated with 
ever having had an abortion was parity (Table 4, page 56): 
Women who had had one or two children and those who 
had had three or more were more likely than those who 
had had none to have had an abortion (odds ratios, 5.7 
and 4.9, respectively). Other background characteristics 
correlated with an increased risk for abortion were being 
25 or older (2.2–3.5), cohabiting with a partner (2.9), hav-
ing high income (1.7), having had fi rst intercourse when 
younger than 18 (2.2) and having not used a contraceptive 
at fi rst sex (1.5). Students were less likely than employed 
women to report having had an abortion (0.4). Notably, 
the reliability of the contraceptive used at last intercourse 
was not correlated with abortion history. 
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