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the effects of this influence are modified by
area of residence at the time of conception.

The Effect of Influence Source 
To further explore the association between
the influence of significant others and
teenagers’ pregnancy resolution decisions,
we can examine teenagers’ reported
source of influence in a second multi-
variate analysis (Table 7). The variables in
this analysis include direct influence from
teenagers’ parents or partners and indi-
rect influence from mothers and sisters.
Again, there are two models: Model I mea-
sures the association between influence
and resolution decision, while Model II
controls for demographic characteristics. 

The first multivariate logistic regression
analysis was performed using two mod-
els: Model I includes only the influence
variables and Model II controls for de-
mographic characteristics (Table 6). Be-
cause influence and young women’s
pregnancy resolution decisions could be
modified by women’s proximity and ac-
cess to abortion services, interactions be-
tween the types of influence and women’s
area of residence were tested.

The results of Model I indicate an asso-
ciation between influence and pregnancy
resolution in the direction in which it
would be expected: Young women who
reported either direct or indirect influence
toward abortion had increased odds of
choosing abortion (odds ratios, 1.7 and 2.4,
respectively). Furthermore, young women
who reported indirect influence toward
motherhood had decreased odds of choos-
ing abortion (0.5).

Many background characteristics are
significantly related to teenagers’ deci-
sions about pregnancy resolution. Teen-
agers who reported a religious affiliation
were significantly less likely to choose
abortion than those who reported no af-
filiation (odds ratios, 0.2–0.5). In addition,
teenagers from another country that is
non–English-speaking were more likely
to choose abortion (odds ratio, 3.5) than
those whose country of origin is Australia
or another country where English is the
official language (excluding Aboriginal or
Torres Strait Islander teenagers), while in-
digenous teenagers were less likely to
choose abortion (odds ratio, 0.2). Teen-
agers who were married prior to becom-
ing pregnant had significantly reduced
odds of choosing abortion (0.1) compared
with those who were not married.

Because of their potential interaction
with area of residence, the four types of
influence are examined separately here for
each area of residence. In suburban areas,
direct influence was not significantly as-
sociated with teenagers’ pregnancy reso-
lution decisions, but there was a signifi-
cant association between indirect
influence toward both abortion and moth-
erhood. Indirect influence toward abor-
tion was associated with an increase in the
odds of choosing abortion (4.8), and in-
direct influence toward motherhood was
associated with reduced odds of choosing
abortion (0.2).

In rural or remote areas, teenagers who
reported direct influence toward abortion
had significantly increased odds of choos-
ing abortion (3.2).* Thus, the influence of
significant others is associated with teen-
agers’ pregnancy resolution decisions, but

Direct influence from partners, either to-
ward abortion or motherhood, was sig-
nificantly associated with teenagers’ preg-
nancy resolution decisions. Teenagers
who reported that their partner influenced
them toward abortion had significantly in-
creased odds of choosing abortion (8.3),
and those whose partner influenced them
toward motherhood had significantly re-
duced odds of choosing abortion (0.5). By
contrast, direct influence from parents to-
ward either abortion or motherhood was

Table 7. Multivariate coefficients and odds ratios (and standard errors) from two logistic 
regression models of the effects of source and type of influence and background character-
istics on teenagers’ pregnancy resolution decision

Source/type of inßuence Model I Model II
and characteristics

CoefÞcient Odds ratio CoefÞcient Odds ratio

Source and type of influence
Mother, indirect, toward birth �0.84 0.43** (0.18) na na
Sister, indirect, toward birth �0.40 0.67 (0.27) �0.26 0.77 (0.30)
Mother, indirect, toward abortion 0.75 2.13** (0.22) na na
Sister, indirect, toward abortion 0.78 2.18** (0.27) 0.85 2.35** (0.31)
Partner, direct, toward abortion 2.12 8.31** (0.21) 2.34 10.40** (0.24)
Parents, direct, toward abortion 0.15 1.16 (0.25) 0.08 1.08 (0.27)
Partner, direct, toward birth �0.75 0.47* (0.32) �0.76 0.47* (0.38)
Parents, direct, toward birth �0.37 0.69 (0.36) �0.28 0.75 (0.41)

Area of residence
Suburban (ref) na na 0.00 1.00
Rural and remote na na �0.31 0.73 (0.26)
Inner urban na na 1.26 3.53** (0.42)

Religious affiliation
No afÞliation (ref) na na 0.00 1.00
Catholic na na �0.65 0.52* (0.25)
Other Christian na na �0.59 0.55* (0.22)
Muslim/other non-Christian na na �1.16 0.31 (0.65)

Origin
Australian/English-speaking (ref) na na 0.00 1.00
Non�English-speaking na na 1.14 3.14** (0.33)
Indigenous na na �1.47 0.23 (0.74)

Age at conception
≤17 (ref) na na 0.00 1.00
18�20 na na �0.44 0.64* (0.20)

Marital status at conception
Not married (ref) na na 0.00 1.00
Married na na �1.53 0.22* (0.74)

Interaction of area of residence and
source and type of influence
Suburban

Mother, indirect, toward birth na na �1.71 0.18** (0.31)
Mother indirect, toward abortion na na 1.76 5.84** (0.31)

Rural and remote
Mother, indirect, toward birth na na �0.32 0.73 (0.30)
Mother indirect, toward abortion na na �0.39 0.68 (0.51)

Inner urban
Mother, indirect, toward birth na na 1.35 3.84* (0.61)
Mother, indirect, toward abortion na na �2.50 0.08** (0.85)

Constant –1.784 0.128** –1.167 0.254**
–2 Log likelihood (df) 968.125 (8) 809.002 (21)
Cox & Snell pseudo R2 0.12 0.21
No. of cases 1,324 1,310

*p<.05. **p<.01. Notes: ref=reference group. Dependent variable coded as 1=abortion and 0=motherhood.

*The results of this model for adolescent women living
in inner urban areas are not presented either in Table 6
or in Table 7, as the number of teenagers in these areas
who reported influence is too small to produce mean-
ingful results.


