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This is a brief analysis of data from the December®82 =~ June'83
Baseline KAP Survey for the MCH-FP Extension Project. It
presents results from interviews with 7576 ever married women
under age fifty and a subsample of 3223 hustands of these women
drawn from the four upazilas, Abhkoynagar, Sirajgonj, Gépalpur and

Fultalsa. Most of the data presented here are based on replies
from the entire femala sanple with only part basea on the male
subsample. The objeciives of this analysis are to:

1. Provide a brief demographic profile of condom and pill
users making contrasts between.them and the sample as a
whole.

2. Examine the relative importance of coundom use compared

to other contraceptive methods.

3. Examine the relative importance of government versus
social marketing programs as sources of hoth condoms and
pills.

4. Describe the duration of contraception use for current
condom and pill wusers as well as all current

contraceptors.

The results presented arec prelimipary and should be used for
internal USAID purposes cnly. Complete documentation of the
collection of these data is in preparation and will be provided
on request as soon as it is available.



SUMMARY OF RESULTS

1. Characteristics of nusers:

0 Among &eligible women respondents, condom ever
users¥ are younger, better educated, and-of lower
parity as compared to ever users¥x of the pill
and tc the sample as a whole. The same trends are

found for current users of condoms versus pills.

2. Knowledge of methods:

0

3. Use

With prompting, knowledge of the pill is virtually

universal among women respondents while 29.1% had
no knowledge of condoms.

Even with prompting, among the subsawple of
husbands 11.2% had no knowledge of condoms compared
with 3.5% with no knowledge of the pill. Without
prompting less than half of the husbands had
knowledge of the pill.

of methods:

Among all methods for all eligible women ever use
was highest for the pill (11.0%) and the
condom (6.1%).

The proportions of eligible women currently wusing
pills (1.9%) and condoms (1.3%) were substantially
below sterilization (4.2%) and rhythm (3.7%).

For all eligible women overall current method use
and specilic method use were lower than comparable
national data. Fer all eligible women 16.9%
reported current wuse compared with 19.1% for
eligible women in the 1983 CPS.

4. Husband Wife Pifferences in Reported Method Use:

0

¥ Ever users

Similar to findings as recently reported by Mitra
et al., husbands report higher rates of condom and
pill use than wives. The subsample of husbands
reported 26.8% current use of all methods versus
18.8% for their wives. Reported ever use of the
pill among the husband subsample was 15.5% compared
to 13.0% for their wives. Ever use of the condon
for husbands was 12.5% versus 8.4% for wives.
Reported current use of the condom was 2.6% for
husbands versus 1.5% for their wives.

of the condom and of the pill are limited in this

report to two mutually exclusive groups., Those who claim to
have ever used both methods are excluded.



Zources of Informationm and Contraception:

0

Among all eligible woman almost one third cite
government health workers -and family planning
workers as their Tfirst source of inforumation
concerning family planning. For current users of
pills the proportion is 42%.

Over one third of all eligible women respondents
did not know of any source from which to receive
the pill while almost half (48.3%) did not know of
any source of condoms.

Of those who knew of sources, just under B80% of
women respondents cited family .plonning workers as
potential sources of the pill. Potential main

sources for condoms were evenly split Letween
grocery/mudi dokan (45.7%) and family planning
workers (44.3%) for wcmen.

For the subsample of husbands the overwhelming
majority of current condom users cited commercial
locations as potential sources for their condoms.
Only 18% cited family planning workers compared to
41.6% for their wives. Family planning workers
accounted fer over half of potential sources of the
pill for both women overall and for the husband
subsamgle.

Purchase of Contraception:

[¢]

Among women respondents two thirds of condom ever-
users and less than one third (28.9%) of pill ever-
users had ever purchased their methods.

Family planning workers accounted fcr over two
thirds of the sources for pills but less than a
third (30.7%) of the sources for condoms among
women respondents.

The brands o{ condoms currently used were
overwhelmingly <the socially marketed "Raja" brand
(79.4%) with the remaining 20.6% consisting
entirely of government distributed "tahiti" brand
condoms.

Cf the four types of pills reported the leading
variety was the government progran supplied
"Norinyl" which accounted for 57.1% of pill brands
currently used.



Duration of Use of Condom and Pill by Y¥Yomen
Respondents:

Q

Among current wusers of ~ondom (n=88) the mean
duration of wuninterrupted use was 12.3 months
(Median = 8.5). Over one quarter of these current

users reported a duration of use exceeding one year
(30.7%).

Among current users of the pill (n=129) the mean
duration of uninterrupted use was 19.6 months
(Median = 12.0). Of these women 42.6% reported a

duration of use exceeding one year.
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BACKGROUND CHARAdTERISTICS‘OF PILL AKD CONDOM USERS

A. Subgroups Examined

~For this brief analysis two mutually exclusive groups
have been defined: ever users of the pill and ever
users of the condom. The two groupe are defined so that
those who claim to have ever used both methods are
excluded.* This avoids the problem «of comparing two
groups which have common membe;s. Also by using these
two groups, rather than limiting the tables to only
current users of the pill and condom, larger sutsample
sizes are possible. This in turn helps avoid very small

numbers in subcategories.,

8. Age and Preseat Marital Status of Women Respondents.

As shown in Tables 1-4, these twao subgroups have very
different ange distributions. Current and ever users of

condoms are younger than both Piil users and the sample
The subgroup who claim to have ever used bolh methods are of
interest in and of themselves. However, to simplify this
presentation the results for this group are shown but they are
not discussed. [t is important to keep in mind that by excluding
ever users of both methods, 36.4% of all ever users of condoms
and  20.2% of all ever users of the pill are excluded. Hence
these results are not strictly a profile of all ever users of
these methods. Care should be taken not to generalize these
findings to all condom ever users and pill ever users,
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1.
Table 1: Background variables for Assessaent of Condom and Pill users froa WCH-FP
Extension Project; Hean Age, Ycars of Education and Parity for Total Sample
and for Ever userst and Current users Pill and of Condoa. - Results fros
the Jec.'82-June’83 Baseline KAP Survey. '

Everusers Current  Current
Ever userst Ever yserst of both Pill users ysers
Tctal  of Pill of Condoe  and Condoa cf Pill  of Condoa
A) Age of 4ifs
(o} (75761 (n2) {294) {158 o {1 (ag)
Heap 22,5 31.%7 25.84 24.58 ' 2.0 3.5
SD 9.57 7.5% 7.67 6.32 6.h 6.3
St { n 44 47 53 .67
Appriiaate
gedian 28 36 24 28 2 24
B} Education of Wife {eean vears)
(15760 {hesd 1294) {1n8) f1a) (83)
inar [N {3 5.6n 4.4 o .0
T4 20 2ok B J.on 3 kIR
o e A v B S 4!
Aspravigals
3eqian {1 i1 : .0 3.0 3.9
rogartian aith
Tera vears
educatiog itoal 58.9% A 25.n% J3.01 2.3
C) Parifs 2f Mifo
! (75741 {s562) {294) {168) {129 (83)
Hean 4 11 3.7l 3.50 .33 N 3.07
SD 3.0? 2.8 2.7 2.55 2.40 2.15
ki3 035 R b .20 21 .23
Approoriate
8eGian 3 4 2 3.0 4 3
Cuaufative
percent ujth
thres or less
childreg 4907 31,43 80.91 43.91 43,98 63.61
;--gggf-Jggfg-jgf-];fff -;5J-e§5r_isers of condons are -liaitéd to  tuo,

mitnatly exclusive groups. The I3 cases who claia to have aver 1sed

both aethods are excluded.
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Table 1 Continued: Occupation of Wife, Present Marital Status and
Religion for Total Saaple and for Everuserst and
Current Users of Pill and of Condoa

Do you have an occupation which earns aoney besides being a

housewife™?
Ever ysers Current Ourrent
Ever users¥ Eyer yserst of both Pill USers  users
Tetal of Pil] of Condos  and Condos  of Pil} of Cendos
{a) (7578 (sn2) (298] (103 (t29)  (33)
Gataaary
Housewife: ] 3.7 2.7 2.5 2.1 2.3 28,4
Cottage Industre: 02 3 7. 2.4 3.0 2.3 2.3
Daily Lsbour: o7 0.3 0.0 R N 0.0 0.0 0.0
Mill/Factary
HOrEar: N3 I 0.0 .3 2.9 0.0 1.1
Weaysy: o7 c.? L7 {.2 . ] 1.1
Domect s Lapeir: A7 3.5 2.7 . .0 3.1 L
Sarvi 2 M0 0 n.} [ 1 0.0 .5
pipe.s, U 2.4 n.e b7 2.2 l.o 7.5
Bagy v i3 9.2 0.1 0.2 0.9 0.0 0.9
ey 2.5 3.t Li 3.0 5.5 2.3
1000 109 1602 1009 100.1 91,9
. Presspb Marital Status
ln} {7576} (6g2) 292 (158) (129t (ag)
Surrontiy Harriod 2.0 1.0 1.3 .13 100.0 102.0
Nlvoued 5.4 5 0.0 0.0 - -
Divorcad 2.9 7 0.3 .2 - -
Separatad 1.3 A 0.3 0.0 - -
Total Sasple 999 9.9 29.9 100.9 100.0Y 100.0
F. Religion
{n) (7578)  (682) (294) (153) (129) (88)
Islas 37.0 345 39.3 9.5 52.2
Hindu 12.9 15.1 9.5 2.5 17.3 ?
Other 0.1 0.3 7 0.0 0.0
Total Saaple 100.0 lon.n 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 .-

¥ Ever users of -pill and aver users of condoas are lisited to two,
sutually exclusive groups. The 168 cases who clais to have ever used
both aethods are excluded.
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as a whole.' Despite differént meah .ages there is no
substantial difference between’the present marital status of
pill and condom ever users and noné‘at all between current
users, all of whom are married. See table 1-E.

Parity differs significantly between pill and condom ever
users. The latter, consistent with their younger average
age, have a mean of 3.5 children versus 5.2 for ever users
of the pill. The same pattern, altﬁough less pronounced, is
found between current users of pills and of condons. See
Table 1-C.

Condom ever users have significantly higher average years
cf education compared to lhe sample overall and to everusers
of the pillx. See Tavie 1-B. It is especially conspicuous
that the propsrtion with no education among condom ever
users i1s almost half that of the sampie overall, (39.1%
versus T72.6%), and twenty'points less than that of pill
everusers, Between current users of pills and condoms the
same situation is seen although less marked, with only 27.3%
of current condom users reporting no education compared to
38.0% of pill users. The distributions of wives occupations
are fairly uniform among groups; relatively few women in any
group are ygainfully employed outside of the hone. See

* It 1is of interest that the group which has ever used both of
these methods has a higher average level of education than
~either of these two separate groups.
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Differences do not appear to be at all substantial in
religious beliefs. Condon ever users haye a lower
proportion of Hindus, but this is too small a difference

to be of any programmatic significance.

The above brief profile of ever and current users
of condoms is one of 'a relatively young, better
educated, lower parity group of women who are virtually
all married. These findiugs are quite consistent with

the results of a recent‘focus group session with MCH-FP
Extension Project Lady Family Planning Visitors, (See
Annex A}, and  other, anecdotal evidence. These
additional sources of qualitative data point to:

- concerns about side effects ainong better educated

couples leading toward condom use

- adoption of condoms by young, newly married
couples who are often anxious to conceal their use

of contraception

~ perception of the condom as an interim method by

clinicians.

This brief profile is not consistent with a hypothesis
of condom usage being associated with non-marital -sexual
relations. The ever users and current users of condoms

are virtually all currently married as compared to the
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entire sample where ten rercent are not. However, given
the"limitations of this survey which is restricted to
ever married respondents, k these data cannot

adequately address this question.

GENERAL KNXOWLEDGE OF AND USE oP CORTRACEPTION
Through whaf is known as a ‘recall and prompting’ procedure,
two types of knowledge measures were derived: prompted and

unprompted. As shown in Tah:e 2-A without prompting the pill

-is  the most oftep recognized method of birth control,

followed by tubectomy aund the condom at 83.4%, 57.5% and
20.8% respectively, With prompting recognition of the pill

and tubectomy 1is eséentially universal, followed by

vasectomy and the condom.

In Table 2A-2 results are shown for the subsanple of
husbands and their wives. Beth husbands and wives had lower
knowledge ‘of most "traditional” methods than of "modern"
methocs. Promptiug made a substantial contribution to
knowledge for almost every method. Unprompted, 1less than
half of husbands had knowledge of the condom and over two
thirds had knowledge of the pill. Even with prompting.
knowledge of the pill is greater than of the condom as is
knowledge of tubectomy and vasectony. While husbands’
Prompted knonwledge of the condom is 17.9 points greater than

that of their wives, their levels of knowledge' for



Table 2: Knowledge and Ever use of Nine Het:ods of Faaily Planning for All
Eligible weaen afld for the Husband/Wife Subsaaple

Condoa

fes (unpromptid)

Yes (proapted) 15.0 50.1
o (orompted) Iy 224
Tats! e e
A-0: vanaladar of Tawily Plaand
Uispe in=7007

Pes ynproag : .
(o {arganied] S IR
Ho foronpted) tr o2

Heg 100.0

A1al
Vasec- Tubec- (With-
toay  tomy  IUD Inject. Foam Rhytha drawal)
1 b4 1 3 : I b4
it 7.8 1y 33 4l 2.1 0.5
1.1 403 38 530 155 27.0 13.6
17.0 1.7‘ SEt.7 0 33,2 9003 70.8 799
wo 1 999 Mg 100.0 9.9 100.1

S VI T I SN R R
AU VA P S BT B IR L
b L7 S0 37 18 e8a R3.7

106.0 100.u 100.0 100.0

160.0 100.0

fata 1.9
Husbands (n:3223)
fes {unprompred) AT 45 223 307 97 74 10.0 4.7 1.2
Yes {prosptad] 200 429 722 85 405 Sis 27.3 43.3 20.9
Ho {prusptas) 34 0L 5SS 36 498 3.0 é2.7 46.5 78.0
Total 105.0 100.0 "100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
8-1: Ever use of Family Flanning Yethods: All Eligiblc Hosen
(n:7576)% Everused 110 4.0 0.3 3.9 2.0 0.4 1.2 54 1.3
B-2: Ever use of Fanily Planning Hethods: Husband/Mife Subsasple
Hives (n=3223)

* of Ever used [3.0 3.4 0.3 4.1 25 0.4 L4 74 2.0
Husbands {n=3223) :

Iof Ever used 15.5 (2.5 0.8 3.8 1.8 L8

0.3 2.6 15.1

9A
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other methods are generaily quite similér_to their wives.
Two # exceptions are foam’ and rhythm with the possible

addition of vasectomy.

The 1lower reported knowledge of wives concerning the
vcondom, both prompted andg unprompted, may be due to a
shyness these women have about discussing male methods.
However, when prompted there is not much evidence of shyness
when these women are asked about vaséctomy; over 90% express

recognition.

Ever use of family planning methods refers to use a. any
time before the interview date. The overall percentage
of this sample who have ever used specific methods of birth
control is highest for the pill at 11.0%, and next highest
for the condom (6.1%) and rhythm 5.6%. See Table 2-B-1.
Tubectomy is a fairly distant fourth at 3.9% folléwed by the

IUD at 2.0%.

Table 2-B-2 shows method-wise ever yse rates for the
subsample of husbands and their wives, There are
considerable differences between the everuse of condonms for
wives and for husbands; wives report B.4X% as compared with
12.5% for ‘their husbands. The difference in reported
ever use of the pill is fairly small between husbands and

wives.

10
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Four of the ten methods considered are reported ag being

ever used more frequently by husbands than thé&r wives: the

pill, condom, foam and rhythm. "Reporting of vasectomy
is identical while differences in proportions ever using
the remaining methods, with the exception of the IUD, are

fairly small.

Of 6822 eligible women, 16.9% were currently using a method
of contraception. In order of Prevalence, the four most
commonly reported methods were sterilization (4.2%), rhythm

(3.7%), other (3.0%), the PI11 (1.9%) and the condom at 1.3%

(Table 3). It g clear that of the effective reversible
methods, condoms are relatively important. Although the
percentages involved are fairly small, condoms account for

more current use in this sample than vasectonmy, injections

and foam combined.

The above éstimates of method use are likely .to be
conservative, Based on the findings of Mitra et al. these
rates may reflect underreporting by women. (Mitra et al.
1985). The rate of current condom use, 1.3%, is below that
derived from the 1983 Bangladesh eligible women CPS survey
(1.5%), This is in turng well belo; that reported by
husbands alone and by the 1983 couple survey‘ (2.7%) asg
reported by Mitra et al. The rate of pill use is also
considerably below the 1983 cPs fates'for eligible 'womén:

1.9 versus 3.3.

11



Table 3: Current Hethod of Family Planring
Husbang/Yife Subsaaple

for All Women Respondeq}s and for the

ALl Wosen Subsample: Wives Subsarple: Husbands
Classification i"--—-iﬁj-_--—i---_iﬁj- T W) o) 1T () 1 ()
Nowtol (et et (ot
currently 83.1 (S689) nsers only) 81.2 {2612} users only) 73.2 (2353}  users only)
Pill L0222 (2 2t () w2 (a8 2 (97 187 (93)
Candca L3 (88) 7.6 {88) L3 {480 7.9 (48) 2.6 (8) 9.8 (25)
Yazectonized 23 (5h) 1.3 0S8) 0.7 {23) 33 () 02 .3.1 @27
Tyberteaizod £.20289) 2500 (209) 4l (131 2he (131) 3.7 (126) 3.9 (120)
e, Laep,
Leil, voprer | 0.4 (50 4.5 052)  0a{2e) 45 () 0.7 (2% 2.7 (23)
fnistiing Ut dy) 4 {5) 0.4 i Jo 0 (e) S (4
Fraa tzhlets/
jally 0.3 {19) a9 0.4 (1) 2.0 (12) 0.4 (14) 1.6 {14)
Riytha S 3.7 (2s0) 217 (250) WA HA HA HA
Aral (uithdrawai) 0.9 (S8} 5.0 (58) HA A WA HA

Others 3.9 2 (207) 0.2 (299) 439 {498) 15.5 (499)  §7.7 (499)

9.9 (1153)100.1 (3223) 99.9 (405) 99.7 (3023) 100.0 (345)

Not applicable

{Divorced,

widoued,

senarated) 10.0 (754) 0 {0) 0 (o)
Total sample {7575 {3223) (3223)

11A



Table 3 clearly demonstrates large differences. in the

rates of curr;Lt ﬁse reported by wives and their husbands.
Overall 18.8% of wives and 26.8% of‘their husSénds in the
subsample «laimed to be currently using contraception. One
and one half percent of wives versus 2.6% of husbands report
current use of the condom. As pointed out by Mitra et al.
it is not possible to ascertain from these data whether
husbands or their wives ;re under or over reporting method
use. The major sources of discrebancy ir  the rates'vof

current use between husbands and wives shown in Table 3

stem from "non modern" nethods.

It is also of interest that based on Mitra and Kamel's
"working rates" of current use by method (see table 7 from
Mitra et al. 1985) condoms account for 12.4% of nmethods
used. In in the Extension Project survey they account for
only 7.6X% amaong eligible women ard 9.8% among the husband
subsample. Based on these workirg rates, pills account for
15.2 percent versus 11.2% for this sample of eligible women

and 10.7% for the husband subsample.

12



III. SOURCES OF CONTRACEPTION AXND FAMILY PLARNING INFORMATION FOR
WOMEN RESPONDERTS AND THE I'JSBAND SUBSAMPLE o E
. - -

A. Information Sources

The relative importance of different first sources of

information about contraception is shown in Table 4.

For the entire sample, while over half cite their
neighbors, almost one third (32.3%) cite goverament
health workers or family planning workers. The next

most common source, various medfa, is a distant third at
9.4%. It is clear that there is a substantial impact
from Government and/or NGO programs* c¢n the family
planning knowledge of this sample. For current users of
the pill 41.9% cited government health workers/Family
Planning workers as their initial source. For current
users of condoms the media stood out as a slightly more
important source than FP/Health workers. For ever
users, however, government workers were clearly more
important.

..-.._....._.—-.-..———..._.__....__.___...___.,_....._....._.-._._._._...._...‘__.-..._—_.__._—_-._——..—..._—

¥ In some instances a "family planning worker”" may be emploved
by a NGO.

13



Table 4: First Source of Inforsation About Fanily Planning Methods for All Eligible Wosen and E)
For Ever user* and Current Users of the Pill and Condon-

e e e e e e e c e —— - ——— . —-——— o - -

All Eligible Homen Ever yserst of Ever users of Current users of

Husband 1.5

Friends, Relatives 3.2

Heighbors 52.5
FPU/Bavt.
Heaith Yorkes 2.3

Radio/ TV Newspazer /

Hagazine/Sil} 8aard 9.4

Othar 0!
Haver heard of 0.3
Total 2.9

autually exclusive groups.
both aathods are excluded.

--------------------------- bath T

Pill Condoa  Pill % Condon Pil] Condoa

(114} 3320 450 9.5 (18) 4.7 (6) 4.3 (»)
(291} 3.0 (200 a2 10t (17) 5.4 (7)) 6.9 (6)

(39 340 (2250 9.5 (118) 4.4 41 2.5 (33) 31.3 (23)

(451 4R.2 130 20 (B0 LS IST) 41 (84) 2e (2T
GID I 1 100 (5) 2 0T g () 5 s (29)
() 0.¢ (n) JA0 0 (o 0.0 {9) 0.9 ()
(25) 0.0 (8) 00 12 7 0.0 (8) 0.0 (0)

The 158 cases who clain to have ever wsed

13A
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The entire sample was asked about their knbwledge of
sources for specific contraceptive methods. .Tables 54 -
5C show results for the pill and condom. Of immediate
interest is the finding that over one third did not know
of any source for the pill (37%) while almost half
(48.3%) knew of no source for the condom (Table 5A). It
is very impressive that for the pill family planning
workers account for Just under B80% of the sources
indicated. All combined, government soiarces account for
90.7%. Commercial sources, in particular groceries and
mudi dokan, are the most common sources for the condom
(45.7%). But it is of interest that family planning
workers account for almost as high a proportion of
condom sources at 44.3%. All government sources
combined account for 51.7% of condonm sources. While
social marfceting pfograms and private sources are a
prominent condom source, government programs and family
planning workers are making an equally significant

contribution.

For current wusers of the pill (shown in Table 5-C)
family Planning workers accounted for over half of known
sources (52.3%) of the pill. Government sources overall
accounted for 70.3%. For current users of the condon,
family pPlanning workers account for 37.2% of known

sources of tre condom with government sources accounting

for less than half (46.6%).

14



Table 5: Znowledge of Places where the Faaily Planning
Condos are Available for all Respondents and
Current Users of the Pill and Condoa

Source Excluding
"Don’t know'

{n) (7578)  (4774)
Don't know 7.0 -
Grocery/Hudi Dokan 2.3 4.6
Union Health Center 1.0 1.5
Thana Heaith Center 0.9 1.4
FP Center 1.3 2.
Local Hocpital 3.5 5.9

- HMedicine shop 2.3 4.5
Fanily Planning Yorker 50.0 . 79 .4
thars n.! n.1
Total 1.1 M0

Source of Pill

Eicluding
Source Total  ‘Don't know'
L. Eyver usedt Pills
) {£62) '532)
Don't %nou 4.5 -
Grocery/Hydi Dokan b6 7.0
Union Health Center 1.2 1.9
Thana Heaith Complex 1.1 [.1
Family Planning Center 3.3 3.5
Local Hospital 3.9 4.1
Nadicine Shop 5.5 5.3
Family Planning Worker 73.0 75.4
Nther 2 2
Total 100.0 100.9

Hethads Pill and
forJ Ever userst and

Excluding
‘Don’t know'
(7576)  (3919)
43.3 -
) 45,7
0.4 g
0.5 1.2
1.0 1.9
1.7 3.4
1.3 2.6
22.9 4.3
0.1 n.1

100.0  100.1

Source of Condoa

Excluding
Total  'Don't know'
(662)  (431)
2.3 -
7.3 40.7
1.1 i.5
J 4
1.7 2.5
2.1 3.1
1.3 2.7
2.6 433
.2 2
100.1

100.0

¥ Ever users of pill and ever users of condoas are limited to two,
autually exclusive groups. The 168 cases who claia to have

ever used both aethods are excluded.
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Table 5 (Continued)

‘ Source of Pill Source of Condoa
Excluding - Excluding

Source Total  "Don't know’ Total  "Don't know'
2. Evar usedt Condoas
{n) (294) (229) (294)  (270)
fon’t now 22.1 - 8.2 -
Groce-y/Hudi dokan 5.8 7.4 42.5 6.3
Union Health Center 2.0 2.5 1.0 Il
Thana Heaith Centar 7 9 J .
Faaily Planning fanter 4.4 5.7 3.1 3.3
Local Hnzpitaj 4.1 5.2 1.7 1.4
Hadicine shap €. I 5.1 S.n
Faaily Planning Worker S4.% 70.3 37.1 40.4
(ther g A g 7
Totad ien.n LRI 1e.1 M
PoRew uears af i and ousr ueors of condoas are [{ajtad to tye,

witally evelusive groups. The lof raves wio cisia 10 have sver yoed

ooth sathiods are asclusad,

Suuree of Pifd Sotrce of Sondoa
Excliding Excluding

Saurce . Total  "Don't know’ Total  "Daa’t know'
5. Ever Useq Anth

PLll and Condor
{n) (162) {161) [164) (157)
Don't Know 4.2 - 6.5 -
Grocery/Hudi dokan 7.7 8.1 33.3 35.7
Union Health Center 1.2 1.2 .6 .6
Thana Health Center .6 .6 .6 b
Faaily Planning Center 3.9 9.3 5.4 5.7
Local Hospital 3.0 3.1 1.2 1.3
Nedicine Shop 19.0 9.9 14.3 15.3
Firily Planning dorker 54.8 57.1 34.1 40.3
Otner 8 b 0.0 0.0
Total [00.0 100.0 [00.0 100.0




"fable 5 (Continue&)

.................. B 2 . —
Source of Pill Source of Condon
Excluding ‘Excluding
Source Total  "Don’t know’ Total  'Don't know'
. Curreatly Wsing Pill
{n) {129 (128) , (129)  (101)
Don't knou .3 - 2.7 -
Srocery/Hudi Dokan 18.3 16.4 36.4 6.5
Union Health Centar §.7 4.7 .3 1.0
Thana Health Center 2.3 2.3 0.0 0.0
Faaiiy Planning Center 6.2 5.3 4.7 5.2
Local Hospital 4.7 4.7 2.3 3.0
Hedicine Shep 12.4 12.5 39 5.0
Faaily Planning Yorker 51.9 52.3 30.2 38.4
Others A 3 g.0 0.0
Total 100.0 1600 1065.9 100.0
Source af Pill Source of Condos
Faclnding Ercluding
Source Total  "Don"t know' Total  "Don’t know'
2. Currsotly Usirg Sondoa
{n) {63) (74) (88) (86)
Den't know 15.9 - 2.3 -
Brocery/Mudi dokan 2.1 10.3 43.2 44.?
Union Health fentor 2.3 2.7 0.0 0.0
Thana Health Center 1.1 [.3 1.1 1.2
Faaily Planning Ceater 5.7 5.9 5.8 7.0
Local Hospital 3.4 4.1 I.1 1.2
Nedicine shop 14.3 17.4 3.0 3.1
Famtly Planning Worker 7.7 56.3 364 37.2
Ithers 0.0 0.0 1! 1.2
Total 100.9 190.1 100.0 100.1
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Knowledge of ;ources‘is also shown (sée Table 5-D) for
current users of specific methods as repgrted by the
subsample of husbands and their wives; For both
husbands and wives who claim to be currently using the
pill over half, 54.4% for wives and 54.8% for husbands,
cite family Planning workers. As shown in Table 5-D the
largest difference between these two groups v{f current
pill wusers is in the proportion of husbands citing
medicine shops as a source, This probably reflects a
greater mobility available to men than women in village
society. Substantial differences are found between the

Potz2ntial sources of condoms reported by husbands as

compared to wives, The husbands report commercial
sources overwhelmingly: 74.1% for both Grocery/Mudi
Dokan and Medicine shop combined. For wives these

Sources account for 47% of sources,

—— - e a2

A useful indirect measure of government/NGO efforts in
family planning is the propertion of ever users who have
purchased pills or condoms. As shown'in Table 6-a,
fully two thirds of condom ever users apc over 70% of
current users report a purchase of condons. This
compares with less than a third (28.9%) of ever users

of the pill and 45% of current users who have ever

purchased the pill. While non-commercial sources

15



Table 5-D: Percentage distribution of current users of the Pill and
Condoa by reportad source of suppiy (Husband/Wife Subsample)

Cirrent user of:

oral i}l Condon

source of Supely v Weomds  Wes  Hstands
Srocery/Hudi Cokan 10.3 5.3 1.8 1.
Unian Health Centar 4.4 1.1 - 1.2
Thana Health Ceater 1.4 1.} 2.1 -
FE fenter 5.8 1.7 h.3 1.7
Latai Hocpital 2.2 2.2 . 2.4
Nodiripa Shro 14.7 25.3 5.3 12.9
£0 Mpvkor 4.4 54,8 41.a 7.4
thers 1.9 - - -
Jon't Know I.5 - 2.1 -
) @ (5 @ ()
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Table 6: Whether Pills and/or Condoas Ever Purchased and where Pills o Condoas Obtained By
Ever userst and Current Users of Pills and Condoas

ALl Ever userst® Ever users* Ever userst Ever users Current Users Current Users
of pills and of pill of condoas of both ef pill of condon
or condoas Pill & Condoa

A.

Yes 43 2.4 86.3 3 45.0 71.6

No 71.0 33.3 4.7 55.0 2.4

Total 100.90 9.9 9.9 160.0 106.9 103.0

(n} (1122) {£42) (294) . {1e8) {129) (83)

ALL Ever usarskr Ever ucerst Ever userst Eyerusers Current Users Current Users
of pills and af aili of condoas  of hoth of pill of condon
Squrcs ar condaas Pill & Condoa
{n} e {hal) {293} (153) (129) (33)
arocary;
Hudi dokan 22.4 2.2 49.4 6.2 12.4 45,5

Thana Health

Caaplai 2.9 | g .6 3.1 2.3
Famiiy

Planning

Worker 53.0 fa.1 0.7 45.8 3.4 26.1
Hospital 2.7 2.9 L4 4.2 3.9 2.3
Hedicine shop  10.2 9.2 7.8 18.5 7.1 14.3
Husband 5.0 3.6 3.3 §.2 2.3 3.0
Relatives,etc. 3.3 3.9 1.0 .6 3.9 1.1
mal o w0 w9l el 1od

* Everusers of pill and 2verusers of condoes are liaited to two, autually exclusive
groups. The 168 cases who clain to have ever used both aethods are excluded.

tt Purchase refers to condoas and/or pills. Ever users of pills and of condoas may
be referring to either or both methods in their replies to this question.

158



D.
It is
category

prédominate for the pill it still can be argued 'that for
over one quarter to receive condoms at no cost is also a

significant public sector performance.

ConsisEent with the above result is the very pronounced
role of the family planning worker as the scurce of
contraceptives for both pill and condom ever users and
current users. The family planning worker accounted for

over two thirds for ever users of the pill and over

thirty percent for the condonm, Again, commercial
sources, led by the grocery/mudi dokan, predominate for
the condon. See table 6-B. For current users of the

condom, commercial sources amount to a minimum of 60.3%x.

Brand of Contraceptive Used ‘mo

=]

ga
=
o
3
¢4
=
=
T
n

1=}
2
=
(49
T
=
pu
172}

Current wusers of the pill and of the condom were asked
whether thev had ever used a different brand of the same
contraceptive method currently being used. As shown in
Table 7-A, over forty percent of current pill users and
over one third of current condom users reported having
used another brand.

a ninimum due to the fact that in this question the
‘husband’ is included. Clearly the husband could have

purchased condoms in some instances.
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Table 7-A: Everuse of any other brand of pill or condoa in the past among
current users of both pill “and condoas and for
current/ever users* of pill and condoa

Current/Ever users¥ Current/Ever users* Current Users of:

Current users of Pill of Condra Pill Condoa
(n) (217 (101) (63) (129} (8s)
Yes 395 25.7 1.3 (9) 3.1 37.5 (33)
No an.4 74.3 85.7 (54) 58.9  £2.5 (55)
Tota] 100.9 0.0 0.9 100.0 1000

Tabie 7-B: Current 8rand af P{l] ar Condom 8sing Used by Current Ysers of Pills
ot Sendnas and by Syrrent/Fueruserst of Fills and fondoas

Current/Evsr ysarst Current/Eqar uyserst Curront  Users of:

CurraRt ggers af Filt of Gandog Piit  Condow

{n) 12470 {39) {63 {123) {ae)

Raja 32 - 79 - 79.5 {70)
Tahiti 10.5 - 20.4 - 20.5 (18)
Haya (SHP) 3.3 15.3 - 1.5 -
Lyndioi/0vastat 14.3 20.4 - 25.2 -
Horiny! 30.4 57.1 - 53.7 -
vacen/Restaver/

{ther 3.7 5.1 - 6.5 -

Total 100.0 .9 100.0 100.0  100.0

b These are current users of the oill who have never used condoss and
vice versa. The excinsion of ever users of both aethods reduces the
available caces from 129 to 10t for pill users and froa 32 to 53 for
CONGoA tsers.
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The distribution of bfands actually used by curreni pill
and condom users is shown in Table 7-3. . Only two
varieties of condoms are reported. Bybfar the most
common is the socially marketed "Raja" condom (79.5%)
followed by the government source "Tahiti"™ ai (20.5%).
This is clear evidence of the impact of social marketing

on condom use. At the same time, government sources are

far from negligible.

Four ‘types of pills are reportéd. By far the most
commoﬁ is the government program supplied Norinyl which
accounts for 53.7 percent of the brands used. While the
subsample size 1is quite small, these findings show
significant social marketing impact on condom
distribution and a correspondingly large impact of

government /NGO programs on pill distribution.

IV. Duration of Contraception Use Among Women Respondentsx.

An assessment of the average duration of method use for both

current and ever users of the condom and pill is possible

through replies to the following question: "I want you to
think of the last method that you have been using. For how
many months have you been using this method without
interruption?” Table 8 shows the distribution of reported

* This variable was not collected from the husband subsample.
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Table 8: Duration of Use of Last Contraceptive Hethod Used fcf Total Sasele,
Ever userst of Pill and Condoa and for Curr~nt Users of Pill 2.d Condoa

‘T want you to think of the last method that you used. For how nény aonths have you
been using (naw nethod) without interruption?®

Total: Ever used  Fver nsed Current users of:

ALl Ever Ysers  Piljt condon¥  Pij] Condon
{n) (2053) (553) (292) (129) (82)
Quration
Less than 1S davs  10.§ 10.3 24,3 0.0 {0) 3.2(3)
L5 aonths 373 i5.4 439 L 48) 432 (3
7-12 3onthe 15.4 14.7 12.3 23.3 (30} 22.7 {20)
L3-8 aonths 5.7 3.7 5.1 2.5 1
19-04 3anths 7.A 5.8 5.4 T (e
23-3#7 aontqy 2. 1.9 1.9 203 (32} 16.2 {9
e T
Hean 17.5 14,4 3.3 19.4 12.3
S0 22.9 20.0 13.8 21.5 14.9
SE § ] 9 1.9 1.5
Anproxisate
Hedian 7 @0s. 4 aos. 2 a0s. 12 aos. 8.5 aos.

"NB: These respondents are limited to two entually exclusive groups. The 158 cases who
clain to have ever used both wethods are excluded [aportant! These respondents are

referring to last sethod used which say or may not be the pill or condoa.
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months uninterrupted use 'for all current users of
contraception, ever users of the Pill and condom who are
currently using any method (not limited to pill or condom),
and current users of the pill and condom. (For the last two
groups it is assumed that their last method is also their

current one).

As might be expected the Qverall result is  one of
significantly shorter mean duration of continuous use by
condom ever users (8.8 months) and current condom users
(12.3 months) as compared to everusers of the pill ({(14.4

months) and current pill users (19.6 months).x

Although Lhe numbers involved arae small, the
distribution of uninterrupted wuse by current pill and
current «condom users are of great interest. Very few
current condom users and no pill users report less *han one
month of use. But 42.6% of current pill users report

more than one year’'s uninterrupted use versus 30.7% of the
current condom users. It must be kept in mind that apart

¥*Note that these means are biased downward slightly by the

assumption that respondents who used 15 days or less are

assigned a value of zero. The values for each month's
duration aire trecated as mid points of each month interval,
Hence .5 is not added to each mean. Apart from the small

sample size it should be kept in mind that there is
considerable digit preference in the replies given to this
question and that the means are biased upward by a few cases
claiming up to 87 months continuous use. '
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from obvious reaséns for‘shorter average duration of condom
gse, such as the fact that eveﬁ women who discontinue pi}l
in the first month usually have used it for two weeks, there
is also u slight age bias between the two groups; By virtue
of being a younger group condom users have had less time to

accumulate months duration of uninterrupted use.

In conclusion, duration of condom use is considerably
shorter than that of pill use as reported by these small
subgroups. However the duration of condom uge found here is
certainly not inconsequential. Average duration of use is
about one year and over thirty percent clain to have used
the method for more than one year. Whether the condom is
viewed as a desirable initial method for young married
couples or as an interim method for those experiencing
problems with other methods, short term use is entirely

appropriate.
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In considering the folloWing summary of findings it should be
kept in mind that the categories of everuss of the »ill and ever-
use of the condom exclude g substantial number of respondants who
have ever used both methods (20% of pill and s6% of condom
everusers) . While this approach has the advantage of a
strengthened contrast between the two mutually exclusive groups,
it has the disadvantage of excluding an important subgroup. Care
should be taken not to generalize these results to all ever users

of the condom or the pill.

L. Brief Demographic Profile of Condom Users
Compared to the entire sample and to ever and current wusers
of the pill, ever and current users of the condom are
younger, with more education and of lower parity,. These
findings are consistent with qualitative evidence indicating
that: 1) condom use is in part a response to concerns over
side effects from other contraceptives among the better
educated and 2) condon use is relatively more common among

newly married couples who are often anxious to conceal their

use of contraception.

While ever use of condoms is quite high relative to other
methods, condoms are less than 10% of current methods used.
Nonetheless current condom use exceeds the cother two male

methods of vasectomy and withdrawal. While current use of
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condoms is lot',” condom use is an important option for sonme
portions . of eligible couples at different stages in thg}r

marital life.

Social Marketing sources for the condom are clearly the most
important source for this sample, While government and/or
NGO sources are the major sources of information and supply
tfor the pill, condoms are obt-uined commevr~ially by over 60%
of the entire sample of women current users and by a larger
proportion of the husband subsample. The brands of condoms

reported in use suggest thal soecial marketing and

government /NGO programs account for all condoms used.

Although based on fairly small numbers these data show that
ddration of condom use on average is much less than that of

the pill at 12.3 months (n=88) versus 19.6 months (n=129)

for current users. While significantly shorter than pill
users, duration of condom use is fairly substantial; over
thirty percent claim to have used the method for  more

than a year and very few report less than one month use.
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ANNEX-A

CONDOM FIELDNOTE: BASED ON GROUP INTERVIEW WITH THE FOUR LADY
FAMILY PLANNING VISITORS, AND MEDICAL OFFICERS OF THE ICDDR,B'S
MCH-FP EXTENSION PROJECT

1.

[g%]

4 Lady Family Planning Visitors (LFPVs) have been working in
the MCH-FP Extension Project for at least 18 months. Thev

are posted in Abhoynagar and Sirajgonj upazilas to provide

counterpart support service to Family Welfare Visitors
(FWVs). They and medical officers of the project were
interviewed about the condom gap in an informal group
discussion conducted by senior project staff. The purpose of

this interview was to gather information about patterns of

condom use ir project areas. LFPVs have regular contact not
/

only with FWVs but also with FWA<, and other upazila health

and family planning staff.

Extent of <ondom preference and characteristics of condom

LFPYs report that condoms are not much liked by clients:
female clients tend to argue that their husbands ‘are not
interzsted in condoms. Males who come to the FWC requesting
condoms are highly motivated to use condoms, but when women
receive condoms this does not generally represent a high
level of motivation. This is so because FWAs use condoms as
a last resort: they begin by persuading clients to accept
other methods, and when ciients do not accept those, then

they ask them to accept condoms. Their education about
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condoms And their :ffectiv;neéé is }oor, very few women are
asking EWAS/{VVS for condoms. Generally condom users are
found to be more educated who don’t want to use other methods
because of their awareness of possible side-effects, newly
weds, those who have complications with other methods, and
husbands who work elsewhere and visit wives irregularly; and
those who use condoms as an interim measure prior to pill or
injectabl:z. LFPVs feel that only 5% of all condom users are

highly motivated.

LFPVs acknowledge that non-use, or non-continuous use of
distributed condoms is a problem. In part this is due to
itnadequate explanation provided by FWas but as discussed
under 2, also to Ilnadequate motivation on the part of the

client to use this method.

Wives! reluctance to report condom use:

Condoems are frequently used by newly-weds. Newly married
women are typically shy about reporting use of condoms. Even
older women can by shy. For example, a 38 vyear old woman did

not request condoms in the presence of her son-in-law and her
daughter-in-law. She requested condoms when she could speak
to the worker alone. Women will talk to FWVs and FWAs about
condoms but would not necessarily talk freely to an
unfamiliar interviewer. Use of condoms is considered é very

personal matter; women tend to hide condonms,



Irregular use not reported as condom use:

In cases of short duration df use which occurs where condonms
are used as interim heasures, condom use may go. unreported.
This applies for example to condom use prior to initiation of

Pill cycle or injectables.

LFPVs report that they used to see condoms used as toys, but
report that they see less of this practice these days bécause
they have asked the FWA to tell women not to give condoms to

children.

LFPVs report they uased to observe how FWAs (male health
workers) indented condoms for FWV use but then sold them for
Tk.10 to the local shops. They report that this practice has
decreased now-a-days possibly because of the ?onect's
presence. One LFPV reports this practice for an area of

previous employment as well.

FWAs distribute 24 condoms at a time; one LFPV reports that
clients sometimes use 2 condoms at a time to be protected

against breakage.
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