
contraceptive method during the month in which they

were surveyed.

All tabulations were performed using SPSS, version 13.

Bivariate associations were tested using two-tailed t tests

with significance of p£.05. Tests were adjusted for multi-

ple comparisons using the Bonferroni correction factor.53

We performed two sets of multiple logistic regression

analyses. In the first, we constructed separate models to

assess predictors of use of four methods among all

method users. In the second, we constructed models

assessing predictors of inconsistent use amongall women

whose most effective method was the pill or condoms.*

RESULTS

MethodChoice

In 2004, 38% of all women aged 18–44 using reversible

methods were using oral contraceptives (Table 2); 18%

were using other hormonal or long-acting methods (7%

injectable, 5% patch and 5% IUD), 32% male condoms

TABLE 2.Percentagedistributionofwomenusing reversiblecontraceptives, by currentmethodused, according to socioeconomic
and partnership characteristics; and odds ratios from logistic regression analyses examining associations between character-
istics and use of specific methods

Characteristic N % Odds ratio

Pill Long-
acting

Condom Other Total Pill Long-
acting

Condom Other

ALL 1,641 37.7 17.9 32.3 12.1 100.0 na na na na

SOCIOECONOMIC
Age
18–24 (ref ) 533 41.1 20.1 31.3 7.5 100.0 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
25–34 672 38.2 18.9 30.4 12.5† 100.0 0.94 0.78 1.17 1.54
35–44 436 32.9† 13.6† 36.3 17.2† 100.0 0.76 0.53** 1.57* 2.10**

Race/ethnicity/nativity
White (ref ) 1,133 43.2 15.4 28.0 13.4 100.0 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Hispanic, native-born 88 33.0 17.0 37.5 12.5 100.0 0.69 0.82 1.75* 0.88
Hispanic, foreign-born 131 22.7† 31.1† 36.4 9.8 100.0 0.64 2.26** 1.32 0.41*
Black 191 24.7† 26.3† 43.2† 5.8† 100.0 0.53** 1.61* 1.98*** 0.39**
Asian/other 96 23.2† 13.7§ 51.6† 11.6 100.0 0.46** 1.04 2.77*** 0.59

Education
‡college (ref ) 575 47.8 9.7 30.8 11.7 100.0 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Some college 592 35.8† 20.6† 31.9 11.7 100.0 0.64** 1.94*** 1.04 1.18
£high school/GED 471 28.0†,‡ 24.4† 34.5 13.1 100.0 0.62** 1.79** 0.99 1.41

% of federal poverty level
<250 (ref ) 830 31.9 22.2 35.3 10.6 100.0 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
‡250 810 43.7† 13.5† 29.1† 13.7 100.0 1.13 1.01 0.78 1.19

Insurance coverage
Private only (ref ) 1,129 42.9 14.6 29.9 12.6 100.0 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Medicaid 290 22.4† 29.7† 37.2 10.7 100.0 0.52** 1.28 1.50* 1.09
None 219 31.2† 19.3‡ 37.6 11.9 100.0 0.89 1.20 1.11 1.09

PARTNERSHIP
Union status
Married (ref ) 822 34.7 18.0 31.1 16.2 100.0 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Cohabiting 333 39.3 21.0 24.9 14.7 100.0 0.90 0.75 0.99 1.68*
Unmarried, not cohabiting 484 41.5† 15.5 39.3†,‡ 3.7†,‡ 100.0 0.87 0.57* 2.04** 0.48

Duration of relationship (in yrs.)
>4 (ref ) 917 33.0 17.2 33.4 16.4 100.0 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
2–4 281 44.8† 19.9 26.7 8.5† 100.0 1.64** 1.24 0.62* 0.63
<2 288 42.4† 17.7 31.9 8.0† 100.0 1.53* 1.33 0.59* 0.86
No relationship 155 44.2† 18.2 36.4 1.3†,‡,§ 100.0 1.91* 1.66 0.52* 0.21*

No. of partners in last year
1 (ref ) 1,389 38.2 17.9 30.8 13.2 100.0 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
‡2 249 34.9 17.7 41.0† 6.4† 100.0 0.65* 1.13 1.43 1.16

Frequency of intercourse in last 3 mos.
‡2 times/week (ref ) 721 38.7 20.9 28.2 12.2 100.0 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
2–4 times/month 663 36.5 16.4 35.1† 11.9 100.0 0.85 0.87 1.52** 0.82
£once/month 235 38.6 12.3† 36.4† 12.7 100.0 0.92 0.49** 1.34 1.98*

*p<.05. **p<.01. ***p<.001. †Significantly different from percentage in first row at p<.05. ‡Significantly different from percentage in second row at p<.05. §Sig-

nificantlydifferent frompercentage in third rowatp<.05.Notes:Nsareweighted. Regressions includeall variables listed inTable 3 (page98). Long-actingmethodsare

the injectable, patch, IUD, ring and implant. Othermethods arewithdrawal, periodic abstinence, spermicides and other barriermethods. Medicaid category includes

women who are covered by both Medicaid and private insurance. na=not applicable. ref=reference group.

*We also conducted the method choice analyses using multinomial

logistic regression, with the most commonly used method—oral

contraceptives—as the reference category. The results closely matched

those obtained using separate logistic regressions for each method, but

were more cumbersome to report and are not included here.
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