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systemic method, the ef-
fect of fertility prefer-
ence was smaller in this
instance than it was for
the use of condoms
alone (odds ratios of 1.8
vs. 3.1).

While women’s age
had little effect on their
use of the condom alone,
younger method users
were much more likely
than older women to be
using the condom along
with a systemic method.
In fact, adolescent meth-
od users are 5–7 times as
likely as women aged
40–44 to be using the
condom plus a systemic
method, rather than us-
ing some method other
than the condom. All
unmarried women (in-
cluding cohabiting wo-
men) were significantly
more likely to use dual
methods than were cur-
rently married women,
and those who were un-
married and not cohab-
iting were more than
seven times as likely to
do so. Hispanic women
were no more or less
likely than non-Hispan-
ic white women to use
the condom alone, but
were much less likely to
use the condom along
with a systemic method. 

Discussion
Use of contraceptive
methods among wo-
men at risk of unintend-
ed pregnancy increased
between 1988 and 1995,
from 90% to 92%, and the methods used
changed as well. As a  result of the intro-
duction of new contraceptive methods in
the early 1990s, use of oral contraceptives
decreased from 31% to 27% of contracep-
tive users, as 4% of users moved to long-
acting hormonal methods such as injecta-
bles and the implant.24

Increases in condom use were perhaps
even more striking because they reflect-
ed changes in attitudes about and per-
ceived need for an existing method, rather
than the impact of new technology. The
proportion of method users relying on the
male condom as their most effective meth-

teristics on current condom use hardly
changed (when compared with the 1995
model in Table 3). The only large change
was that once we entered duration of part-
nership into the model, women whose
number of partners in the recent three
months was unknown became signifi-
cantly more likely to be using the condom
than women who had one partner.

We would expect the duration of a rela-
tionship to be strongly related to condom
use, with use being much higher in the early
stages of a relationship and then declining
with increased duration. In fact, contra-
ceptive users who had been in a relation-
ship for less than six months were about
50% more likely than those in relationships
of five or more years to report condom use.
There was little difference in the level of con-
dom use among women in relationships for
other durations, however.

Condom Only or with Systemic Method
The patterns of relationships between
women’s characteristics and their use of
the condom alone strongly reflect the pat-
terns seen for any use of the condom
(Table 4). However, formerly married
women were no longer significantly dif-
ferent from married women, and women
whose number of partners was missing
were no longer significantly different from
women with one partner. Moreover, those
in relationships of less than six months du-
ration were no longer significantly dif-
ferent from women in long-standing re-
lationships. While method users in a
relationship of less than six months were
53% more likely than those in relation-
ships of five years or more to use condoms
at all, they were only 27% more likely to
use condoms as their only method.

The patterns associated with women’s
use of condoms along with a systemic
method are quite different from those re-
lated to condom use alone, and these dif-
ferences suggest that the former are more
likely to be relying on condoms for the
prevention of STDs. Non-Hispanic black
women are 74% more likely to be using
condoms with a systemic method than are
non-Hispanic white women. Those who
reported no information on their number
of partners were 28 times as likely to be
using condoms in addition to a systemic
method as were women who had only one
partner. Women who were in a relation-
ship for less than six months were 2.8
times as likely as those in a long-term re-
lationship to report dual method use.
While women who wanted additional
children were more likely than other
women to use the condom along with a

od rose from 12% in 1982 to 15% in 1988
and then to 20% in 1995,25 and the pro-
portion of method users relying on con-
doms alone or condoms plus another
method rose from 17% to 24%. These in-
creases were steepest among never-mar-
ried and formerly married women, un-
doubtedly reflecting increased concern
and public education about the risks of
HIV and other STDs. 

It is encouraging that condom use has
risen, especially among unmarried and
adolescent sexually active women. How-
ever, only 25% of women who had had sex
with more than one man in the past year

Table 3. Percentage distribution of contraceptive users aged 15–44,
by characteristic, and odds ratios from logistic regression of the
likelihood of current condom use, 1988 and 1995

Characteristic 1988 1995

% Odds % Odds
dist. ratio dist. ratio

Age at interview
<18 2.9 11.203*** 2.6 1.802*,†††
18–19 5.1 4.121*** 4.1 1.425†††
20–24 16.0 1.702** 15.1 1.075
25–29 20.3 1.624** 17.4 1.095
30–34 21.3 1.296 21.2 1.099
35–39 19.3 1.172 21.5 1.272*
40–44 (ref) 15.1 1.000 18.2 1.000

Union status
Currently married (ref) 64.4 1.000 62.0 1.000
Cohabiting 6.4 0.656 9.0 1.069
Formerly married 8.4 0.527** 8.5 1.548***,†††
Never-married 20.9 0.970 20.6 1.891***,†††

Race/ethnicity
White non-Hispanic (ref) 76.6 1.000 73.3 1.000
Black non-Hispanic 12.1 0.863 12.9 1.397***,†††
Hispanic 8.2 0.890 10.1 1.006
Other 3.1 1.048 3.7 1.985***

Education
<high school 16.2 0.714* 14.3 0.941
High school (ref) 36.7 1.000 38.3 1.000
Some college 27.3 1.408** 25.8 1.160
College graduate/higher 19.9 1.872*** 21.5 1.465***

Religion
None 6.5 1.475 12.3 1.122
Protestant (ref) 59.5 1.000 52.7 1.000
Catholic 30.3 1.283* 29.7 1.327**
Jewish/other 3.7 2.170*** 5.4 1.908***

Income (as % of poverty level)
0–99 12.0 0.925 12.4 0.711**
100–249 24.8 1.010 28.7 0.808*
250–449 33.2 0.985 30.8 0.920
≥450 (ref) 29.9 1.000 28.1 1.000

Preference for more children
Wants more 50.8 1.090 40.4 2.888***,†††
Wants no more (ref) 49.2 1.000 59.6 1.000

No. of partners in last 3 months
1 (ref) 95.5 1.000 90.6 1.000
≥2 3.3 1.388 5.4 1.756***
No response 1.2 0.512 4.0 1.173

Total 100.0 na 100.0 na

*Significantly different from reference category at p<.05. **Significantly different from refer-
ence category at p<.01. ***Significantly different from reference category at p<.001. †††Sig-
nificantly different from 1988 at p<.001. Notes:Unweighted Ns are 4,973 for 1988 and 6,729
for 1995. ref=reference category. na=not applicable.


