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ly higher likelihood of having taken any measure to protect
against pregnancy was reported in the intervention location
after the intervention than at baseline, but there was no
change in the comparison location, resulting in a significant
positive impact of the intervention. In Guinea, a significant
reduction in use of condoms at last intercourse in the com-
parison area and no significant change in the intervention
location produced a net positive impact; in addition, the in-
tervention had a net positive impact on ever-use of the pill,

because of a positive trend in the intervention area. 
•Men. Table 4 shows that young men in the intervention
locations in Cameroon and Botswana were less likely to re-
port two or more partners or casual partners in the postin-
tervention survey than at baseline, resulting in a net posi-
tive impact of the interventions on these measures.

In Cameroon and Guinea, the interventions had a net
positive impact on contraceptive use. Use of a modern
method for pregnancy prevention increased significantly

TABLE 3. Odds ratios indicating change between baseline and postintervention surveys in selected behaviors among young women in intervention
and comparison areas, and net effect of the intervention

Behavior Cameroon Botswana South Africa Guinea

Inter- Compar- Net Inter- Compar- Net Inter- Compar- Net Inter- Compar- Net 
vention ison effect vention ison effect vention ison effect vention ison effect

Sexual partnerships
Sexually experienced 0.81 0.80 None 0.44** 0.45** None 0.68 1.22 None 0.85 1.05 None
Two or more partners

during last month 1.71* 2.38** None u u u u u u 2.90 0.35 Negative*
Two or more casual

partners in last year u u u 1.98* 1.92* None u u u u u u
Have fewer partners to

protect from AIDS u u u u u u u u u 1.85* 0.64 Positive*

Contraceptive use
Ever used condom 2.27** 0.87 Positive** 1.64 1.55 None 1.85 2.20* None 0.42** 0.43** None
Used condom at last sex 1.66* 2.13** None 0.71 1.46 None 1.49 3.73 None 0.80 0.31* Positive*
Uses condoms for

pregnancy prevention 3.82** 2.12** Positive* u u u 0.79 14.5* Negative* u u u
Ever done anything to

prevent pregnancy u u u 5.03** 1.07 Positive* u u u u u u
Ever used pill u u u 1.40 0.81 None u u u 5.32** 0.65 Positive**
Uses modern method for

pregnancy prevention 3.32** 5.90** None u u u 1.73 1.91 None u u u
Uses abstinence for

pregnancy prevention 2.40** 0.56** Positive** u u u u u u u u u

*p<.05. **p<.01.  Notes: u=unavailable.  The net effect is determined by the trend in each area and an interaction term that indicates whether the trends differ from each other.

TABLE 4. Odds ratios indicating change between baseline and postintervention surveys in selected behaviors among young
men in intervention and comparison areas, and net effect of the intervention

Behavior Cameroon Botswana Guinea

Inter- Compar- Net Inter- Compar- Net Inter- Compar- Net  
vention ison effect vention ison effect vention ison effect

Sexual partnerships
Sexually experienced 0.44** 0.54** None 0.81 1.15 None 1.03 0.80 None
Two or more partners

during last month 0.36** 1.09 Positive** u u u 1.45 0.62 None
Two or more casual

partners in last year u u u 0.22** 0.93 Positive** u u u
Have fewer partners to

protect from AIDS u u u u u u 1.44 1.05 None

Contraceptive use 
Ever used condom 1.19 0.81 None 0.70 2.00 None 1.77** 0.91 None
Used condom at last sex 1.07 0.91 None 0.85 1.19 None 1.50** 0.75 Positive*
Uses condoms for

pregnancy prevention 2.52** 1.75** None u u u u u u
Ever done anything to

prevent pregnancy u u u 1.04 2.32* None u u u
Ever used pill u u u 1.87* 1.91 None u u u
Uses modern method for

pregnancy prevention 11.05** 1.93 Positive** u u u u u u
Uses abstinence for

pregnancy prevention 3.10** 1.99** Positive* u u u u u u

*p<.05. **p<.01.  Notes: u=unavailable. The net effect is determined by the trend in each area and an interaction term that indicates whether the trends differ from
each other.  Data for South African men are not presented because of poor quality.




