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Abortion Knowledge and Intervention Exposure
Women who had been exposed to any intervention com-
munication event had significantly higher odds than 
those who had not of knowing the legal status of abortion 
(odds ratio, 3.1—Table 4), the legal gestational age limit 
for abortion (7.1) and both abortion’s legal status and 
the gestational age limit (6.7) than women who had not 
been exposed to any intervention activities. The number 
of message formats to which a woman had been exposed 
was associated with increased odds of knowing the legal 
status of abortion. The odds of knowing the legal status 
of abortion among those who had been exposed to any 
one behavior change communication activity were twice 
the odds among women who had not been exposed (2.1). 
Women who had been exposed to two or three different 
message formats were even more likely than those with 
no exposure to know abortion’s legal status (4.5 and 4.9, 
respectively). Women who had been exposed to all three 
message formats had higher odds than women with no 
exposure of knowing the legal gestational age limit for 
abortion (3.7) and of being aware of both the legal status 

Among women in the intervention districts who report-
ed exposure to a message on abortion (not shown), the 
most common messages that women recalled at follow-up 
were that early abortion is safe for a woman (59%), that 
abortion services are available at public facilities (40%) and 
that abortion is legal in India (22%). Other messages, such 
as the legal gestational limit for abortion, were recalled by 
very few women in the intervention districts at follow-up. 
Among women who reported having received informa-
tion on abortion, the majority (79%) in the intervention 
districts recalled at least one correct message at follow-up; 
only 3% had recalled an accurate message at baseline. In 
the comparison districts, just 1% of women could recall an 
accurate message about abortion at baseline; at follow-up, 
20% of women could.

Women’s Characteristics and Intervention Exposure
Women aged 25 or older had significantly higher odds 
than younger women of exposure to an intervention ac-
tivity (odds ratio, 1.5—Table 3). Older women also had 
higher odds of having participated in community group or 
one-to-one meetings (1.7); no differences by age were seen 
in exposure to any other activity. Significant differences 
in exposure to any intervention activity were observed by 
educational level. Compared with women with no educa-
tion, women at every educational level had increased odds 
of exposure; for example, the odds of exposure to any ac-
tivity for women with more than a secondary education 
were four times as high as the odds for women with no 
education (4.1). A similar pattern was seen for exposure 
to wall signs or posters (5.3 for women with more than a 
secondary education).

Education was also associated with exposure to inter-
personal communication. Women with a primary school 
education had odds of exposure to community group or 
one-to-one meetings almost three times as great as those 
for women with no education (odds ratio, 2.9), and wom-
en with a middle school education had odds of exposure 
twice as high as women with no education (2.0). Women 
with a middle school education were significantly more 
likely to have been exposed to a street drama than women 
with no education (2.2). Muslim women had higher odds 
than Hindu women of exposure to any activity (2.3), street 
dramas (2.3), and wall signs or posters (1.9). Compared 
with women in the general caste group, those in a sched-
uled caste or scheduled tribe had higher odds of exposure 
to any activity (2.5 and 3.4, respectively). Women in a 
scheduled caste were more likely than those in the general 
caste group to have been exposed to community group or 
one-to-one meetings (4.2), and to have been exposed to 
wall signs or posters (2.1). Women in a scheduled tribe 
had odds of exposure to a street drama more than six times 
those for women who were in the general caste group (6.5). 
Compared with women who lived in nuclear households, 
those who lived in joint or extended households (mostly 
with parents-in-law) had lower odds of exposure to street 
dramas (0.6).

TABLE 4. Adjusted odds ratios (and 95% confidence intervals) from logistic regres-
sion analyses identifying associations between exposure to campaign messages 
reported at follow-up by women in intervention districts and abortion knowledge, 
by message content 

Level and type Legal status of Gestational age Legal status
of exposure abortion limit for of abortion and

(N=721) abortion gestational age limit
(N=721) (N=721)

Any exposure
No (ref) 1.0 1.0 1.0
Yes 3.1 (2.1–4.5)*** 7.1 (2.7–19.0)*** 6.7 (2.5–18.0)***
–2 log likelihood 806.7 259.1 249.5

No. of message formats exposed to
None (ref) 1.0 1.0 1.0
1 2.1 (1.4–3.3)*** 1.8 (0.8–4.2) 2.2 (1.0–5.4)
2 4.5 (2.5–8.3)*** 2.1 (0.8–5.4) 2.6 (1.0–7.1)
3 4.9 (2.0–11.6)*** 3.7 (1.3–11.0)* 4.5 (1.5–13.5)**
–2 log likelihood 800.9 273.5 260.1

Type of exposure
None (ref) 1.0 1.0 1.0
Interpersonal communication 4.2 (2.3–7.9)*** 1.3 (0.6–3.0) 1.4 (0.6–3.2)
Wall sign or poster 1.6 (1.1–2.5)* 2.2 (0.9–4.7) 2.5 (1.1–5.6)*
Street drama 1.3 (0.8–2.3) 1.1 (0.5–2.6) 1.1 (0.4–2.4)
–2 log likelihood 794.0 272.8 259.3

*p<.05. **p<.01. ***p<.001. Notes: Models adjust for women’s age, education, caste, family type and wealth. 
ref=reference group.

TABLE 5. Odds ratios (and 95% confidence intervals) from 
logistic regression analysis assessing the association be-
tween campaign exposure and recall of at least one cor-
rect message about abortion

Exposure and number of formats Odds ratio

Not exposed (ref)    1.0
Exposed to any 1.5 (0.7–3.3)
Exposed to 1 0.8 (0.3–1.8)
Exposed to 2 5.0 (1.7–14.8)**
Exposed to 3 17.6 (2.1–147.8)**

**p<.01. Notes: Odds ratios are adjusted for women’s age, education, 
caste, family type and wealth. ref=reference group.


