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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The 2004 Willingness and Ability to Pay Survey for Contraceptive Services (WAPS) is the first 

family health survey conducted by the Ukraine State Statistics Committee in close collaboration 

with the Ministry qf Health. The W APS was designed to provide nationally and regionally 

representative information on a number of reproductive health indicators, including knowledge of 

contraceptive methods, current use of contraception, contraception method mix, sources of supply 

for select modern methods, current cost of contraception, and willingness and ability to pay for 

select modern methods. The W APS was not a stand alone . survey but rather a follow-on 

questionnaire to the Population Economic Activity Sample Survey (also known as the Labor Force 

Survey). The WAPS was sponsored by the U.S. Agency for International Development. 

The WAPS was fielded in November/December 2004 in 27 oblast-level administrative areas with a 

targeted sample size of a little over 12,000 respondents - the universe consisted of households, 

except those living near the Chernobyl area, and excluded those in group quarters. Eligible 

respondents for the W APS were both males and females age 15 to 49 years who were usual 

residents of the Labor Force Survey sample households. The completed sample size was nearly 

1 0,400 respondents - an 85 percent response rate. After data processing, the W APS file contained 

10,299 respondents. Results are available at the national level, urban and rural, and for five regions 

(nmthern, southern, eastern, western, and central). 

Nearly all respondents had knowledge of at least one contraceptive method (99.8 percent for 

married women age 15-49 years, 99.8 percent for all women age 15-49 years, and 99.9 percent for 

all men age 15-49 years) and most indicated knowledge of multiple methods. For married women 

ages 15-49, the most frequently cited methods known are condoms (97.6 percent), intrauterine 

device (90.6 percent), withdrawal (82.4 percent), the calendar method (74.8 percent), and oral 

hormonal pills (72.7 percent). Among men ages 15-49 years, condoms are the most widely known 

contraceptive method (99 .1 percent), followed by withdrawal (78.7 percent), oral hormonals (54.6 

percent), intrauterine device (65.0 percent), and abstinence (47.3 percent). 

The use of contraceptive methods is quite widespread. Nearly 90 percent of married women report 

having used a contraceptive method at some point. Over three-quarters of the general population of 

both men and women age 15 to 49 years have used contraception. Among married women age 

15 to 49 years, current use of contraception is 68.4 percent. The most frequently cited methods 

used are IUDs, followed by condoms, withdrawal, the calendar method, and oral hormonals. It 

should be noted that of the married women currently using a contraceptive, over one fifth are 

relying on a traditional method, suggesting scope for expanding the use of modern contraceptives. 

There also appears to be a trend away from heavy reliance on IUDs with younger married women 

reporting higher use of condoms when compared to women who entered reproductive age during 

the Soviet period. 

The majority of men and women age 15-49 years who are not currently using a contraceptive 

method reported that they want to become pregnant or are not at risk of conception because they are 

subfecund or have not entered into a sexual relationship. A number of non-users (25.2 percent of 

married women, 12.6 percent of all women, and 20.6 percent of men) stated that they do not use 

contraception because they or their family objects. Personal objection was higher among rural 

women than urban women. Still other non-users (7.5 percent of married women and 3.3 percent of 

men) cited concerns about perceived health risks and side effects associated with specific 

contraceptive methods. 
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Among married women age 15-49 years, unmet need for modern contraception is estimated at 28.5 

percent, higher than the need for all women age 15-49 years (18.4 percent) and for men age 15-49 

years (15.2 percent). The rate of unmet need is highest for married women in rural areas at 32.6 

percent. 

Married women age 15-49 years are roughly equally likely to cite health workers, family, parents, 

and friends, and the mass media as sources of information on contraceptive methods. Men age 

15-49 years are more likely to rely on family, parents, and friends and the mass media for similar 

information. When asked to identify the most important source of information on contraceptive 

methods, both married women and all women age 15-49 years named health workers. However, the 

largest share of men age 15-49 years selected the mass media as the most important source of 

information. The mass media was named the most impm1ant source by over one fifth of married 

women and all women age 15-49 years. Reliance on the mass media suggests that distributing 

accurate information regarding family planning methods through the media is critical. 

Nearly two-thirds of married women age 15-49 years received counseling on their currently used 

contraceptive method, relying primarily on public sources such as the Women's Consultation 

Center and Policlinic gynecological office. Only slightly more than one third of men age 15-49 

years received counseling, although their sources of counseling were similar to those for women. 

Respondents currently using contraception were asked if they or their partner had any problems 

with the method, and if so, to name their primary concern. Among users of oral contraceptives, 

17.8 percent of married women expressed problems, stating concerns about health as the result of 

side effects (50.0 percent) and a tendency to forget (29.8 percent). For married women using an 

IUD, 10.1 percent identified a problem with the method- overwhelmingly concerns about health as 

the result of side effects (81.5 percent). Among married women using condoms, 12.6 percent 

expressed a concern. The most frequently cited concern for these women was disapproval of the 

partner (39 .7 percent), followed by inconvenience in use (28.4 percent), and inefficiency in 

preventing pregnancy (15.0 percent). These data will be very useful in developing a national 

strategy for meeting the goal of decreasing "failures" in contraception use. 

The sources of supply of modern contraceptive methods vary by method. For oral hormonals, 

condoms, and spermicides users obtain these methods overwhelmingly from a pharmacy or 

pharmaceutical kiosk. Over one-third of users of IUDs obtain them from Women's Consultation 

Centers and another one third obtain them from a pharmacy or pharmaceutical kiosk. Analysis of 

the travel and waiting time to obtain the contraceptive method, both in general and by specific 

method, reveals that these factors do not pose an obstacle for family planning use for the majority of 

the population. However, about one third of rural married women reported that they need at least 

one hour in order to get to the supply source of the contraception. 

According to the survey, the median purchase price of one cycle of oral contraceptives ranged from 

18 to 25 hrn, of an IUD and insertion services from 50 to 55 hrn, and a pack of 3 condoms from 3.5 

to 4.5 hrn. The repot1ed cost of the selected contraceptive methods was nearly the same for all 

categories of respondents, although the costs were slightly lower in rural than urban areas. The 

median maximum price respondents were willing to pay for oral contraceptives, an IUD, and 

condoms all exceeded current prices. 

Over 90 percent of respondents currently using oral contraceptives, an IUD, or condoms felt that 

their current method of contraception was inexpensive or affordable. However, among non-users of 

these specific contraceptives, there was a higher share that felt these methods were too expensive. 

In particular, among married women age 15-49 years who were not using oral contraceptives, 34.6 

percent felt that this method was too expensive. 
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The appendix tables provide additional survey results by various socio-demographic characteristics, 

such as sex, age, marital status, region, urban/rural, and level of economic well-being. However, 

these findings should be used with caution as the number of respondents in some cells is quite 

small. 
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INTRODUCTION 

The Ukraine Willingness and Ability to Pay Survey (WAPS) was designed to provide nationally 

representative but limited information on a small number of reproductive health indicators. These 

indicators include knowledge of contraceptive methods, current use of contraception, method mix, 

sources of supply for select modern methods, current cost of contraception, and willingness and 

ability to pay for select modern methods. Respondent and household characteristics were also 

collected and allow for a fuller analysis of information collected on contraceptive knowledge, use, 

and ability and willingness to pay for contraception. 

The W APS was sponsored by the U.S. Agency for International Development (USAID) and is the 

first family health survey conducted by the Ukraine State Statistical Committee, in close 

collaboration with the Ukraine Ministry of Health (MOH). The State Statistics Committee 

contributed their experience with survey implementation as well as providing the vehicle for the 

study by attaching the WAPS as a follow-on questionnaire to the Population Economic Activity 

Sample Survey (hereafter referred to as Labor Force Survey (LFS)). The MOH provided subject 

matter expertise and provided ongoing oversight and expertise. The MOH was also was a key 

contributor to the 1999 Ukraine Reproductive Health Survey (URHS), and although the two surveys 

are not comparable due to differences in scope, sampling, and methodology, the knowledge and 

experience provided by experts from the MOH was essential to the success of the W APS. 

Statinform Consulting supervised the implementation of the survey, managed the data entry and all 

other data processing tasks, including the generation of the data tables in Appendix A. Statinform 

Consulting took the lead in analysis of the survey results and is considered the primary author of 

this rep01t. Staff from the Futures Group International (POLICY Project) provided logistics, 

financial management, and served as coordinator for the many organizations and experts working 

on the project. Of course, the successful completion of the survey and report would not have been 

possible without the support of over 10,300 respondents, and the planning and hard work of all the 

managers, supervisors, and enumerators, each of whom contributed to this project. 

The W APS was Designed to Fulfill the Following Objectives: 

1. To detect the level of awareness of the Ukrainian population about existing methods for the 

prevention of unintended pregnancies . 
2. To identify the level of contraceptive methods usage by the population and the reasons for 

non-usage of such methods. 
3. To analyze the main sources of contraceptive methods supply and the cost of using specific 

methods. 
4. To identifY the prevalence of preferences for alternative methods and reasons these preferred 

methods are not used. 
5. To identify the level of willingness and ability of the population to pay for the selected 

methods of contraception. 
6. To analyze the obtained outcomes by gender, age, marital status, region of the country, 

rural/urban residence, level of income, and other characteristics of the respondents. 

As is necessary with any large-scale survey, the successful completion of the W APS was dependent 

on a series of activities. These tasks, and the individuals and organizations responsible for their 

achievement, were planned accordingly: 
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I . Establish the working group with part1c1pation of experts from Statinform Consulting, 

Ukraine State Statistics Committee, MOH and Futures Group International (POLICY 

Project). 
2. Design the survey program. 

3. Develop the survey instruments (questionnaires for interviewing the household members). 

4. Conduct a pilot survey to evaluate the instruments and to provide initial training for 

supervisors and lead interviewers. 

5. Finalize the instruments based on results of pilot testing. 

6. Calculate the sample size and sample frame requirements needed to meet the survey 

objectives. 
7. Develop documents for implementing the field stage of the project, including instructions 

and tasks for supervisors and enumerators. 

8. Print the questionnaires, training manuals, and other necessary documents. 

9. Provide instructor training for supervisors and managers of oblast brigades of enumerators 

(training of trainers). 
I 0. Train 962 enumerators in 27 oblasts with participation from each oblast's family planning 

center representative. 
II. Deliver the survey instruments and other documentation forms to the regions and complete 

other logistical arrangements at all selected survey sites. 

I2. Implement (field) the survey. 
13. Organize and deliver the completed questionnaires to Kiev, along with reports and 

commentary from enumerators and supervisors. 

I4. Implement quality control processing of completed surveys according to the methodology of 

the State Statistics Committee. 
15. Adapt data processing software to the survey instrument. 

16. Create the data entry system. 
17. Hire, organize, and train data entry operators. 

18. Code and process the data. 
19. Convert survey data to user-friendly formats for analysis- specifically, SPSS. 

20. Develop edit specifications for the data file. 

21 . Create preliminary analytical tables with all identifying information excluded. 

22. Conduct meetings between data processors and technical advisors to review and clarify the 

construction of key measures (contraceptive prevalence rates, unmet need, etc.). 

23. Evaluate demographic characteristics of survey respondents, with additional data cleaning 

based on a review of non-viable and out-of-range response values. 

24. Integrate supplementary data from the LFS (geographic information and additional 

demographic data) into the W APS data file. 

25. Create the preliminary WAPS weights based on the result of integrating the two survey files : 

post-stratification specification of the weights system attached from LFS, and according to 

the gender-age structure of the population. 

26. Conduct preliminary analysis of the W APS and determine that sub-national data would only 

be usable at the regional , rather than the oblast level. Re-aggregate sampling information 

from the two surveys. 
27. Calculate weights to account for non-response rates in the survey and the gender and age 

distribution of the population, as projected from the 200I Census. 

28 . Produce post-stratification of weights and variance estimates according to demographic 

characteristics. 
29. Adjust the weights to facilitate analysis at the regional rather than the oblast level of 

geography . 
30. Prepare methodological and sampling documentation, as well as an analysis of quality 

control procedures (completed at the request of sampling experts from the U.S. Census 

Bureau). 
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31. Develop the final analytical tables taking into account the specifications and comments 

provided by technical advisors. 
32. Prepare materials for writing the analytical report. 
33. Write the analytical report based on the survey outcomes. 

Most survey tasks and follow-up activities were conducted according to the timeframe agreed with 

the survey sponsors. Minor deviations from the timeframe that occurred during the collection of the 

primary information were attributable to the rapid civil and political events connected with the 

Presidential elections in Ukraine in autumn 2004. These deviations were minimized later on and did 

not negatively impact the general terms of the survey implementation or the quality of the data 

· collected by the survey. 

Technical advisors were consulted throughout both the implementation and analysis phases of the 

survey. Advisors included the MOH (Nadia Zhylka), technical experts from the U.S. Census 

Bureau, and advisors from the Futures Group International, POLICY Project (Irina Reshevskaya, 

Andriy Huk) . 

The following people took lead roles in the preparation, arrangement, and provision of the survey, 

processing the results, and also in writing the analytical report: 

• Maria Kupchinska- the Project head; 

• Lyudmila Velegitska; 
• Lyubov Voinova; 
• Alexiy Ganyukov, candidate of philosophical sciences; 

• Andriy Huk, candidate of medical sciences; 

• Nadia Zhylka; 
• Ekaterina Kupchinska; 
• Olga Lysa; 
• Irina Reshevska; 
• Vladimir Sarioglo, Cand. Tech. Sci.; 

• Jury Topolnitsky; 
• Vladislav Shishkin, Cand. Econ. Sci.; 

• Edward Yarmolyuk. 

In addition, 27 regional supervisors, 961 professional enumerators from the Statinform Consulting 

and the Ukraine State Statistics Committee, and 14 coders and computer operators contributed to 

the project. 
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SUMMARY OF FIELDING STAGES AND TERMS 

According to the timeframe and program ofthe survey, the fielding stage of the survey was 

implemented in the following sequence: 

I. Training for 962 enumerators in 27 oblasts, with pmticipation of representatives from each 

oblast family plar~ming center- November 8-18, 2004; 

2. Fielding of the survey (interviews with 10,393 respondents)- November 20-30, 2004; 

3. Primary quality control of the questionnaires, review by supervisors at the regional level -

December 1-15, 2004; 
4. Delivery of the questionnaires and reporting documentation to Kiev for fmther processing -

December 16-23, 2004. · 

The survey was conducted by 961 enumerators of the professional interviewing network of the 

Ukraine State Statistics Committee and managed by 27 supervisors. 

The fielding stage of the survey was planned for the period from November 20th to November 30th. 

Because of the events related to the election of the President of Ukraine on November 21, 2004 in a 

number of oblasts, namely in Lviv, Kherson and Khmelnitsky, the fielding stage of the survey was 

delayed and finished a bit later. 

Table 1.1. 

Timeframe of the Project Activities Fulfillment and Number of Enumerators, by 

Administrative Unit 
FIELDING STAGE 

Administrative unit Beginning End Number of enumerators 

AR Crimea 11 /20/04 11/30/04 34 

Vinnitska 11120/04 11130/04 44 

Yolynska 11120/04 11/30/04 30 

Dnipropetrovska 11/20/04 11130/04 54 

Donetska 11/20/04 11/30/04 61 

Zhitomirska 11 /20/04 11130/04 35 

Zakarpatska 11120/04 11130/04 29 

Zaporizska 11 /20/04 11130/04 40 

Ivano-Frankivska 11/20/04 11130/04 31 

Kyivska 11/22/04 11/28/04 38 

Kirovogradska 11122/04 11130/04 32 

Luganska 11120/04 11/30/04 43 

Lvivska 11120/04 12/02/04 51 

Mikolaivska 11120/04 11/30/04 30 

Odesska 11/20/04 11130/04 49 

Poltavska 11/20/04 11/30/04 40 

Rivneneska 11/20/04 11/30/04 26 

Sumska 11120/04 11/30/04 30 

Ternopilska 11/18/04 12/03/04 29 

Kharkivska 11/20/04 11/30/04 50 

Khersonska 11120/04 12/10/04 33 

Khmelnitska 19/11104 12/09/04 35 

Cherkaska 11120/04 11/30/04 35 

Chernovitska 11120/04 11/30/04 22 

Chernigivska 11/20/04 11130/04 34 

Kyiv City 11/20/04 11/30/04 22 

Sebastopol City 11/20/04 11/28/04 4 

TOTAL 961 
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Sample Size and Response Rates 

• The planned sample size consisted of 12,149 respondents. 

• Sampling calculations and specifications were established following the standards utilized by 

the State Statistics Committee for the LFS. 

• The completed sample size consisted of 10,393 respondents. 1 

• The response rate for the survey was approximately 85 percent. 

The 2004 WAPS survey is a sample survey designed to provide data representative of the country, 

by urban and rural areas, and also by 5 regions (detailed below). The sample for the WAPS 

includes all sample households selected for the November 2004 LFS. 

The eligible respondents for the W APS were all persons of both genders age 15 to 49 years who 

were usual residents of the LFS sample households. 

The staff of the Social-Demographic Statistics Department in the National Academy of Sciences of 

Ukraine designed a master sample, based on the same household listing used for the LFS, the 

Household Income and Expenditures Survey (HIES), and the agricultural surveys. A stratified 

multi-stage sample design is used for these household surveys. In 2004 the sample design was 

modified to conduct the LFS on a monthly basis. The new sample for the rural domain has been 

expanded to include all 490 rayons as individual strata, since estimates from the agricultural surveys 

are required at the rayon level. 

The sampling frame for the LFS and other Ukrainian household surveys is based on the data and 

ca1tographic materials from the 200I Ukraine Census of Population and Housing. The universe for 

these surveys includes all of the population of Ukraine living in individual households, except for a 

small population of about IO,OOO living near the Chernobyl area, which is excluded. The 

institutional population excluded from the household surveys includes about I32,000 military 

personnel living in barracks, I 0 I ,000 persons living in prisons, and 76,000 persons living in 

orphanages and asylums. An estimated I4,000 homeless persons are also excluded from the frame 

for the household surveys. 

1 The data file for the WAPS contains 10,299 interviews: 94 interviews were excluded from the data file at the editing 

and primary processing stage. 
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Table 1.2. 

s amp:e 1ze an 1 s· dR espouse R ates, •Y mimstratJve b Ad .. u· mt 

Administrative unit Planned · Interviewed 

ARCrimea 423 403 

Vinnitska 464 366 

Volynska 428 272 

Dnipropetrovska 804 704 

Donetska 962 847 

Zhitomirska 384 352 

Zakarpatska 411 406 

Zaporizska 539 384 

Ivano-Frankivska 410 352 

Kyivska 421 408 

Kirovogradska 309 278 

Luganska 514 492 

Lvivska 687 578 

Mikolaivska 382 275 

Odesska 586 488 

Poltavska 424 410 

Rivneneska 347 325 

Sumska 315 248 

Temopilska 291 255 

Kharkivska 647 546 

Khersonska 364 342 

Khmelnitska 401 334 

Cherkaska 338 308 

Chernovitska 356 343 

Chernigivska 386 364 

Kyiv City 491 255 

Sebastopol City 65 58 

TOTAL: 12,149 10,393 
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Table 1.3. 

M'R am easons or on- on ucte f N C d dl nterv1ews, 1y mm1strative b Ad .. u· mt 
Reasons 

Total non- Refusal/ Refusal/ 
Administrative unit interviews Respondent Respondent 

objection of objection of other 
Other 

was not home refused 
parents relatives 

reason 

ARCrimea 20 6 II 1 2 

Vinnitska 98 65 32 1 
Volynska 156 48 35 11 1 57 

Dnipropetrovska 100 27 52 7 14 

Donetska 115 55 55 4 1 

Zhitomirska 32 14 16 2 

Zakarpatska 5 3 1 1 

Zaporizska 155 113 41 1 

lvano-Frankivska 58 49 9 
Kyivska 13 8 5 
Kirovogradska 31 15 13 3 

Luganska 22 7 15 
Lvivska 109 46 61 1 1 

Mikolaivska 107 75 28 2 1 . I 

Odesska 98 37 29 14 10 8 

Poltavska 14 6 8 
Rivneneska 22 18 4 
Sumska 67 50 13 4 
Temopilska 36 5 2 29 

Kharkivska 101 17 19 65 

Khersonska 22 10 12 
Khmelnitska 67 32 29 1 1 4 

Cherkaska 30 20 4 2 4 

Chernovitska 13 10 3 
Chernigivska 22 11 9 2 

Kyiv City 236 178 56 2 

Sebastopol City 7 4 3 

TOTAL 1756 929 565 53 13 192 

Communication and Logistics Procedures 

While conducting the survey, continuous communications were maintained between interviewers 

and supervisors, and between supervisors and the national coordinating office in Kiev, staffed by 

Statinform Consulting, through regular telephone and internet communications. This allowed 

supervisors and managers to maintain consistent standards and to settle individual problems at the 

organizational level. 

Upon completion of fieldwork, the interviewers transferred the completed questionnaires to the 

regional supervisors. 
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General Quality Control 

During the period December 1-15, 2004 supervisors in the regional centers carried out primary 

quality assurance checks on the completed questionnaires and related field documents. During this 

time, supervisors also reviewed selected households to ensure that interviewers followed the 

standards for sample .selection, respondent eligibility, and correctly filled out all questionnaires and 

control forms. Supervisors contacted interviewers to resolve and/or clarify all issues that arose 

during this stage of quality control. Supervisors also reviewed the fielding rep01ts assembled by the 

interview teams. 

As a result of these procedures, 302 individual questionnaires were rejected from the survey and 

were not forwarded for further data processing. The most common reason for rejection was sample 

ineligibility, due to differences in eligibility requirements in the WAPS and the LFS sampling 

frame. 

Final quality control over the sample was carried out during data editing and integration of the 

WAPS and LFS data files. These procedures were carried out under the supervision of the technical 

observers from the U.S. Census Bureau. The final data file for the WAPS survey contains I 0,299 

records. 

Questionnaire Quality Control 

During quality control it was discovered that many of the completed questionnaires did not follow 

the logical rules and skip patterns specified in the instructions. In particular, many respondents 

answered questions that should have been skipped or omitted (e.g., women who were trying to 

become pregnant were not expected to answer questions on current use of contraception). All such 

cases had to be manually edited to ensure that their inclusion would not bias the calculation of key 

measures. 

Numerous questionnaires were returned with non-responses on several questions. Non-response 

bias is a concern for all modern surveys, and is particularly problematic for rider surveys, as 

respondent fatigue becomes a factor following completion of the primary survey (in this case, the 

LFS). Analysis of item non-response patterns suggests that there were no strong biases across key 

demographic components (marital status, age, and gender). This, combined with the high survey 

response rate (85 percent), suggests that non-response was not problematic enough to be cause for 

serious concern. 

Quality control at this stage was an iterative process, with control over questionnaires passing back 

and forth between regional supervisors and technical experts at the national office. Supervisors 

were responsible for identifying and correcting problems related to individual questionnaires or 

interviewers, while the national office looked for large-scale error patterns and provided a second 

level of review for supervisors. Each oblast supervisor submitted an operative report to Statinform 

Consulting with information on the number of interviewers and questionnaires, along with the 

results of their quality control procedures. These reports were to be submitted in conjunction with 

the transfer of questionnaires to the Kiev office. 
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General Characteristics of the Respondents 
Table 1.4. 

Respondents Characteristics, by Urban/Rural Residence and Sex, in Percent* 

Non-weighted percentage Weighted oercentage 

Area Male Female Male Female 

Urban 59.4 63.7 69.4 71.8 

Rural 40.6 36.3 30.6 28.2 

TOTAL 100 100 100 100 

*May not sum to 100 due to roundmg 

Table 1.5. 

Respondents Charactel'istics, by Region and Sex, in Percent* 

Non-weighted percentage Weighted percentage 

Region Male Female Male Female 

Northern 15.4 15.3 17.4 17.5 

Southern 17.9 19.7 19.3 19.4 

Eastern 17.9 18.2 21.2 21.4 

Western 28.7 27.0 23 .2 22.6 

Central 20.1 19.8 18.9 19.0 

TOTAL 100 100 100 100 

*May not sum to 100 due to roundmg 

Table 1.6. 

Respondents Characteristics, by Age and Sex, in Percent* 

Non-weighted percentage Weighted percentage 

Age groups, years Male Female Male Female 

15-19 15.8 13.1 16.1 14.9 

20-24 13.0 12.6 15.4 14.5 

25-39 13.3 13 .7 14.1 13.6 

30-34 14.2 14.1 13.3 13.2 

35-39 13 .6 14.2 12.7 13.0 

40-44 16.0 16.2 14.7 15.6 

45-49 14.1 16.1 13.7 15.2 

TOTAL 100 100 100 100 

*May not sum to 100 due to roundmg 

16 



Table 1.7. 

Other Respondents Characteristics, in Percent* 

Non-weighted percentage Weighted percentage 

Male Female. Male Female 

Marital status 
Married 57.8 60.1 56.0 57.3 

Single 36.1 24.5 38.1 27.3 

Divorced, separated widowed 6. 1 15.4 5.9 15.4 

TOTAL 100 100 100 100 

Education 
Less than secondary 20.1 15.7 19.0 15 .2 

Secondary 50.0 41.3 48.0 40.5 

More than secondary 29.9 43 .0 33 .0 44 .3 

TOTAL 100 100 100 100 

Income 
Less than 400 hryvna 24.9 26.8 21.5 23.6 

From 400 to 599 hryvna 23 .9 24.2 22.5 23.5 

From 600 to 899 hryvna 26.6 26.3 27.4 27.2 

More than 900 hryvna 24.3 22.6 28.3 25.5 
Don't !<now I non-response 0.3 0.1 0.3 0.2 

TOTAL 100 100 100 100 

Employment status 
Employed 63.4 55.2 65.4 55.5 
Unemployed 36.6 44.8 34.6 44.5 

TOTAL 100 100 100 100 

Number of respondents Male Female TOTAL 
4,746 5,553 10,299 

*May not sum to 100 due to rounding 
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Table 1.8. 

Comparison of the Respondents Distribution According to W APS and All-Ukrainian Census 
2001, in Percent 

Weighted percentage, WAPS, 
Census 2001 

2004 

Women Men Women Men Women 
age 15-44 age 15-49 age 15-49 age 15-49 age 15-49 

Area 

Urban 71.6 69.4 71.8 66.8 67.1 

Rural 28.4 30.6 28 .2 33 .2 32.9 

Region 

West 22.9 23 .2 22 .6 23 .0 22.3 

North 17.5 17.4 17.5 17.4 17.5 

Central 19.1 18.9 19.0 18.9 19.1 

South 19.3 19.3 19.4 19.3 19.5 

East 21.2 21.2 21.4 21.4 21.6 

Age groups, years 

15-19 17.6 16.1 14.9 16.4 15.2 

20-24 17.0 15.4 14.4 14.5 13.7 

25-39 16.0 14.1 13 .6 14.0 13 .6 

30-34 15.6 13.3 13 .2 13 .0 12.9 

35-39 15.4 12.8 13.0 13 .7 14.0 

40-44 18.4 14.7 15.6 15 .1 15 .9 

45-49 - 13 .7 15 .2 13.3 14.7 

*May not sum to 100 due to roundmg 
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CONTRACEPTIVE KNOWLEDGE AND USE 

This section of the report provides a basic profile of contraceptive knowledge in Ukraine, followed 

by a summary of usage levels of various contraceptive methods, as well as reasons for non-usage of 

contraception. It also provides the basis for discussion of sources of supply and willingness to pay 

for certain contraceptive methods. 

Because information was needed, and collected, for all men and women ages 15-49, the tables, 

charts, and text comprising the analytical rep01t for the survey will be somewhat more complex than 

for surveys focusing on the most common target population for reproductive health surveys -

. married women ages 15-49. All of the analyses in the following sections use estimates calculated 

for three specific population groups: married women ages 15-49, women in the general population 

ages 15-49 and men in the general population ages 15-49. Note that married women form a subset 

of the population of all women. 

The single most important indicator of family planning program performance is total current use of 

contraception. Demographers refer to this as the contraceptive prevalence rate (CPR) and define it 

as the percentage of the population using a contraceptive method (this is sometimes defined more 

strictly as using modern methods of contraception). The CPR is best interpreted within the context 

of respondent characteristics. The MOH has expressed pmticular interest in knowing sources of 

information and of counseling for current users. The distribution of users by sources of information 

and counseling should allow the Ministry to better understand the role of the health sector vis a vis 

the education sector and other sources of information about contraceptive methods for the 

population. 

Current Knowledge 

The ability to avoid unintended pregnancy is contingent on awareness of contraceptive methods . 

Equally important is accurate knowledge on effective, safe use of contraception. Theoretically, 

effective use of contraception requires only one pmtner to be aware of and have accurate knowledge 

about contraception. Thus, most surveys of this type are limited to women only. Ideally, however, 

both partners should be able to contribute an informed preference to the pmtnership. 

Respondents to the W APS exhibit a broad and varied knowledge of contraceptive methods. Nearly 

all respondents indicated knowledge of at least one method, and most indicated knowledge of 

multiple methods. Table 2.1, below, consists of three sections, with estimates provided separately 

for married women, all women, and all men. 

The first section, married women ages 15-49, shows that the most frequently cited methods known 

are condoms, intrauterine device (IUD), withdrawal, the calendar method, and oral hormonal pills, 

in that order. Note that two of the five most widely known methods for married women are 

considered traditional or folk-methods. All married women have knowledge of at least one method. 

Additional information on married women's knowledge by demographic characteristics can be 

found in the detailed data tables in Appendix A. In Table AS, we see that married women living in 

urban areas had higher levels of knowledge for every specific method than married women living in 

rural areas. As expected, higher levels of educational attainment and household income appear to 

be associated with higher levels of contraceptive knowledge. There may also be some differences 

in knowledge by age or geographic location, but small cell sizes limit the utility of comparisons 

within these detailed demographic categories. Surprisingly, 15 percent of all married women age 

15-49 report knowledge of hormonal injections and 7 percent report knowledge of hormonal 

implants, despite the fact that neither method is currently available in Ukraine. 

The second section of Table 2.1 (as well as of Table AS in Appendix A) provides estimates of 

knowledge for all women age 15-49. Compared to married women, the general population of 
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women of reproductive age has the same level of knowledge overall, however, except for condoms, 

levels of knowledge for each of the listed methods is slightly lower. Again, the most widely known 

methods are condoms, IUDs, withdrawal, oral hormonal pills, and the calendar method, in that order 

(note that oral hormonals and the calendar method have switched places, compared to married 

women). The detailed results in Appendix A show that urban residence, higher education, and 

household income all continue to be indicators for higher levels of knowledge of specific methods. 

Only the youngest age group of women age 15 to 19, has significantly lower levels of knowledge of 

some contraceptive methods than the other age groups. It should be noted that nearly two-thirds 

(66.2 percent) of the women in the youngest age group reported that they have not yet entered a 

sexual relationship. This may indicate that these women report such low levels of knowledge of 

contraceptive methods because such knowledge is irrelevant to them at this point in their Jives. 

However, this may also serve as a warning sign to reproductive health experts that they may Jack 

the knowledge they will need to avoid unwanted pregnancies or sexually transmitted diseases when 

they do transition into a sexual relationship. 

The final section of Table 2.1 provides estimates of contraceptive knowledge for all men age 15-49. 

Condoms are the most widely known contraceptive method, followed by withdrawal, oral 

hormonals, IUD, and abstinence. With the exception of condoms, a much lower percentage of men 

reported knowledge of modern contraceptive methods compared to women. 

General knowledge of contraceptive methods is common in the Ukrainian reproductive age 

population. Less than 1 percent of the population failed to report knowledge of one or more modern 

contraceptive methods. When traditional or folk-methods are included, knowledge of some method 

of family planning is nearly universal. The following section explores how knowledge of various 

contraceptive methods is translated into use (or non-use) of contraception. 
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Table 2.1. 

Knowledge of Contraceptive Methods, by Population Group, in Percent 

Married 
All women, age All men, age 

women, age 15-
CONTRACEPTIVE METHOD 49 years 

15-49 years 15-49 years 

Any method 99.8 99.8 99.9 

Oral hormonals 72.7 . 70.9 54.6 

IUD 90.6 86.5 65.0 

Hormonal injection 14.8 14.1 6.5 

Hormonal implant 7.1 6.4 3.4 

Condom 97.6 97.8 99.1 

Other barrier methods 41.1 37.0 18.9 

Spermicides 50.3 48.7 29.8 

Female sterilization: tubectomy 50.1 44.8 22.9 

Male sterilization: vasectomy 22.4 21.0 19.2 

Lactational amenorrhia (breastfeeding) 38.3 31.9 12.8 

Withdrawal 82.4 75 .0 78.7 

Calendar method 74.8 69.3 39.7 

Douching 67.2 61.5 30.0 

Abstinence 49.4 48 .6 47.3 

Any other method 2.0 1.6 1.2 

Use of Contraception 

Nearly 90 percent of married women report having used a contraceptive method at some point. 

Over three-quarters of the general population of both men and women age 15 to 49 have used 

contraception (see Table A 7 in Appendix A). 

Table 2.2 reports the percentage of respondents who have ever used any method of contraception. 

Greater detail on use of contraceptives is contained in Table A8 in Appendix A, including the 

percentage of respondents currently using specific methods of contraception by residence, age, 

education, and household income. Table A8 is arranged similarly to Table 2.2, with separate panels 

for married women, all women, and all men. The first column of data in each panel lists the CPR 

for each demographic sub-group. For example, the CPR for married women in the central region of 

Ukraine is 73.4 percent, while the CPR for married women in Western Ukraine is only 60.0 percent. 

The remaining columns of data detail how much of the CPR is attributable to each method. Using 

the same example, 28 .1 percent of married women in Central Ukraine are currently using an IUD 

for family planning, while only 13.4 percent of the married women in Western Ukraine report that 
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they currently use an IUD. The CPR in the first column should equal the sum total of specific 

methods listed in the remaining columns. 

For married women age 15 to 49, current use of contraception is approaching 70 percent. The most 

frequently cited methods used are IUDs, followed by condoms, withdrawal, the calendar method, 

and oral hormonals. Of the married women currently using a contraceptive, over one fifth, or 21.5 

percent, use one of the five listed traditional methods. Again, small cell sizes preclude much 

detailed analysis of trends by demographic characteristic and specific methods. One pattern does 

appear that has been cited in numerous academic articles, and that is the legacy of the Soviet health 

care system. Abortion and IUDs were the primary methods of family planning during the Soviet 

period. This survey was not intended to assess current abortion practices in Ukraine, so it is 

impossible to say whether married women continue to rely on it. Heavy reliance on IUDs, 

particularly for women who entered reproductive age during the Soviet period continues (i.e., 

women currently around 30 years of age and higher). Younger married women reported 

substantially higher use of condoms and lower reliance on IUDs. 

The results for all women (which includes married women) are strikingly different. Only about 

half, or 52.6 percent, of Ukrainian women age 15 to 49 currently use any contraceptive method. 

Condoms are the most frequently used method, followed by IUDs, withdrawal, the calendar 

method, and oral hormonals. The very low CPR for younger women is attributable to the fact that 

many of them reported that they have not begun a sexual relationship, or are not currently in a 

sexual relationship. For the youngest age groups condoms are by far the predominant method, 

which is expected for groups that have not formed permanent unions and/or do not expect to need a 

long-term family planning method. 

The third panel of Table 2.2 suggests that some men and women may have reported using a 

contraceptive method only if they were personally responsible for its use. That is, men reported 

lower use of IUDs, oral hormonals, and the calendar method, and far higher use of condoms than 

did women. The item in the questionnaire was phrased, "Which method of contraception do you or 

your partner use at present ... " [italics added]. Demographic health surveys encountered the same 

phenomenon in many populations (Turkey, Ghana, Pakistan, etc.), even using similar question 

wording. The difference in Ukraine is actually far less than was found in those populations. Given 

that women may have underreported condom usage, and men may have underreported the use of 

several methods, it is possible that the overall CPRs for both men and women are underreported. 

Unfortunately, it is impossible to estimate the exact level of underreporting using the available 

information due to the number of other exogenous factors that may introduce bias to this estimate. 

The reported CPR for married women, 68.4 percent, is very close to that of married men at 69.5 

percent (not shown), and may be considered a more reliable estimate. 

22 



Table 2. 2. 

Current Use of Contraception, by Population Group, in Percent 

Married All men, age 
women, age 15- All women, age 

CONTRACEPTIVE METHOD 49 years 15-49 years 15-49 years 

Any method 68.4 52.6 61.8 

Oral hormonals 6.0 5.1 3.8 

IUD 19.3 13 .0 10.3 

Condom 18 .6 17.6 34.0 

Other barrier methods 0.1 0.1 

Spermicides 2.2 2.0 1.1 

Female sterilization 0.8 0.5 0.3 

Lactational amenorrhia 0.3 0.2 0.2 

Withdrawal 10.0 6.8 7.3 

Calendar method 7.9 5.2 3.4 

Douchil!,g 3.1 2.2 1.1 

Abstinence 0.3 0.2 0.2 

Any other methods 0.1 0.0 0 .1 

Any modern method 46 .9 38.1 49 .5 

Information Sources 

There is a high level of interest in how people acquire knowledge of contraceptive methods. In 

particular, program managers need to know where the population turns for counseling on the 

reliability and effectiveness of contraception, and whether targeted educational programs are having 

the intended effect. All respondents were asked two questions pertaining to the source of their 

knowledge of contraceptive methods. Where did they first hear about the contraceptive methods 

they had previously stated they had knowledge of? And which of those information sources do they 

consider the most useful? Respondents who had reported ever using contraceptives were also asked 

whether they had received counseling on the contraceptive method they used, and if so, to identify 

the source(s) of that counseling. 

The data presented in Table 2.3 show that the most frequently cited sources of information on 

contraceptive methods, for all categories of respondents, are mass media, family , and friends .2 

Nearly three quarters of women and men (73.4 percent and 74.9 percent, respectively) received 

information about contraception from newspapers, magazines, television, or other broadcast media. 

Similarly, family, parents and friends were cited as an information source by 74.8 percent of all 

women and by 82.6 percent of the men in the sample. These results testify to the importance of 

2 This item asked respondents to list all sources of information, so totals will sum to more than I 00 percent. 
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informal networks in the spread of knowledge about family planning methods. These two factors 

also reinforce the impmtance of the role that non-health experts have in propagating knowledge of 

modern, safe, and effective contraceptive methods to the public. There was a large gap between 

men and women in identifying medical authorities as a source of information on contraception. The 

percentage of women who mentioned health workers was almost three times the percentage of men 

(63.5 percent and 23.7 percent, respectively). For married women, health workers were a very 

common source of ' contraception information, and were cited almost as frequently as the mass 

media as a source. 

Table 2.4 reports the most important or most useful source of information for respondents. Program 

managers will find this panel beneficial in identifying which information sources are considered 

trustworthy and/or reliable, as well as which sources may be underutilized. Not surprisingly, 

women and men do not depend on the same sources. Women, and married women in particular, 

consider health workers to be their most important source of information. For men, health workers 

come in a distant fourth, trailing mass media (31.8 percent), friends and family (31.6 percent) and 

their partners (19 .9 percent). 

However, the fact that more than one-fifth part of all women (23.2 percent) named mass media as 

the most useful source of information is an area for concern. It indicates that a substantial segment 

of the population may make important decisions about family planning without consulting an 

appropriate health specialist. On the other hand, given the rate of condom use among all women 

15-49 (17 .6 percent), it might be appropriate to assume that there exists a small subset of women 

who follow the."male model" for receiving information about, and using, contraception. 

In general, however, women are shown to be utilizing expert, professional sources for information 

on contraception - health workers were the most useful source of information for all women ( 43.4 

percent), and notably, were the most useful source for a majority of married women (51.1 percent). 

Some of the difference between married women and the general population of childbearing-age 

women is that married women visit medical . establishments . more frequently, making this a 

difference due to accessibility, rather than preference. Another difference between the two 

populations is that many unmarried women reported that they have not yet entered a sexual 
relationship (59.0 percent, see Table A 16 in Appendix A) and thus may have not yet felt the need to 

seek such information. 

Only 12.2 percent of men indicated that health workers were their most useful source of information 

about family planning methods. Again, societal norms of behavior, in this case that most men only 

visit medical institutions when medical treatment is necessary, but only rarely for medical advice, 
explains part of this story. For men there is a need to increase their reliance on the expertise of 

qualified health workers, for health issues in general as well as regarding effective modern methods 

of family planning. It is interesting to note that a much larger percentage of men (19 .9 percent) 

listed their partner as the most useful source of information than did women (8.7 percent). 

Despite the enormous potential of educational establishments for informing the population about 

family planning, only a small fraction of the population considers the education system to be a 

useful source of information. Table 2.4 shows that only 2.0 percent of all women and 2.3 percent of 

all men in the survey cited the education system as their most useful source. Changes in the 
structure of educational institutions over time may be a factor. In particular, most respondents in 

the survey were educated under the Soviet system when sexual education was not an important part 

ofthe curriculum. 
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Table 2.3. 

Sources of Information on Contraceptive Methods, by Population Group, in Percent 

Married women, All women, age All men, age 

INFORMATION SOURCE age 15-49 years 15-49 years 15-49 years 

Health workers 72.0 63 .5 23.7 

Education system 8.9 13.4 11.4 

Family, parents, friends 71.2 74.8 82.6 

Partner 39.1 31.7 41.2 

Mass media, literature, advertising 73.0 73.4 74.9 

Other 3.4 3.2 3.5 

No answer 0.1 0.1 0.1 

*Respondents could indicate multiple sources, percentages sum to more than 100. 

Table 2.4. 

Most Important Source of Information, by Population Group, in Percent 

INFORMATION SOURCES 
Married women, All women, age All men, age 
age 15-49 years 15-49 years 15-49 years 

Health workers 51.1 43.4 12.2 

Education system 0.6 2.0 2.3 

Family/parents/friends 15.0 21 .1 31.6 

Partner 11.3 8.7 19.9 

Mass media 21.3 23.2 31.8 

Other 0.4 0.4 0.6 

No answer 0.3 1.2 1.6 

Counseling Sources 

Safe, effective use of family planning methods requires users to know more than simply that a given · 

method exists. Users should receive specific counseling on any contraceptive method they choose 

to use. For respondents who reported being current users of contraception, the survey contained 

followup items to determine if they (or their partners) received any counseling before they began 

using their current means of contraception. Furthermore, they were asked to report all sources of 

such counseling. 

As with previous questions, men reported much lower rates than women. Although the question 

was designed to elicit responses on counseling for either partner, the results suggest that male 

respondents may have the same gender biases on this issue as they were shown to have above. 

Additionally, some of the differences may also be attributable to gender biases regarding which 

partner is "responsible" for particular methods. 
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Figure 2.1. 

Received Counseling on Currently Used Contraceptive Method 

Married women All women All men 

Table 2.5 reports the percentage of respondents who received counseling by source, as well as 
whether that source is public or private.3 The overall pattern of sources of counseling is consistent 
across population groups. For married women, public consultation clinics are the most frequently 
reported source of counseling, with nearly half of all married women (48.5 percent) citing it. The 
biggest contribution to counseling of married women on unintended pregnancy prevention methods 
is made by public women consultations, where almost half of married female respondents received 
counseling on family planning methods. The only other frequently reported source for counseling 
was the public polyclinic/gynecological offices, where approximately 15 percent of married women 
currently using contraception received counseling on its use. 

According to the MOH, the reason for the low reported levels of counseling from other sources, 
both public and private, is that these smaller offices do not have the resources to employ family 
planning professionals, and are thus not as well-equipped to provide expert advice. Furthermore, 
the fact that the population of many smaller villages and towns in Ukraine have access only to such 
establishments (Rural Feldsher-Obstetrician Points are a prime example), may result in an 
insufficient level of knowledge about sexual health for the general population. 

Private health care facilities are also not popular as counseling sources. Only 8.2 percent of married 
women and 3.3 percent of men were counseled in private facilities. These results are specific to 
consultations on family planning, but underline the continuing low usage levels of privately 
managed health care facilities in reference to the prevalence, availability, affordability, and 
accessibility of consultative and health care for the majority of population. Well under 1 percent of 
the population, both women and men, received consultative information on their current 
contraceptive method in centers of family planning and human reproduction. Note however, that 
due to the structural organization of many health care structures in Ukraine, some respondents may 
have referred to the primary health care facility, when they may have actually received services 
from one of its structural subdivisions. 

3 Respondents were allowed to report multiple sources of counseling. 
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Table 2.5. 

Counseling Sources for those Cunently Using a Contraceptive Method, by Main 
Categories of Respondents, in Percent 

COUNSELING SOURCES 
Married women, All women, age All men, age 
age 15-49 years 15-49 years 15-49 years 

PUBLIC 
Women's consultation (public) 32.6 30.2 19.0 

Maternity hospital or obstetric 
4.1 3.4 1.6 (gynecological) department (public) 

Center of family planning or human 
0.1 reproduction 0.2 0.5 

Public facility 0.9 1.0 0.7 

Gynecological office of public polyclinic 9.9 8.9 5.3 

Rural FOP or doctor' s out-patient 0.6 1.3 1.2 

Family doctor (public) 0.2 0.2 0.2 

PRIVATE 
Maternity hospital or obstetric 

0.3 0.2 0.2 (gynecological) department (private) 

Private facility \ doctor 0.5 0.5 0.4 

Pharmacy, pharmaceutical kiosk 2.2 2.3 3.1 
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Reasons for Non-use of Contraceptive Methods 

This section examines the population that does not use contraception and their stated reasons for not 
using a contraceptive method at present. The first grouping and largest category of responses 
identifies those respondents who do not need contraception. Respondents in this category report 
that they are not at risk of conception because they are subfecund or have not entered a sexual 
relationship yet, or that they want to become pregnant. The remaining categories are more 
impmtant for program planning, as they identify specific segments of the population who may be at 
higher risk of unintended pregnancy. The categorical breakdown is as follows: 

Categories of non-use Specific reasons of non-use 
reasons 

• Have not started sexual relationship yet 
• Don't have sexual relationship at present/sexual relationship happens 

Fertility-related 
rarely 

• Infertility 
reasons 

• Postpartum I breast-feeding 
• Want to get pregnant and to give birth 
• Pregnant at present (my partner is pregnant) 

• Against use of contraception 
• My partner or somebody from my family is against the use of 

Attitudinal reasons contraception 
• Do not use because of religious beliefs 
• Contraception is not natural, interferes body's normal processes 

Knowledge-related • Lack of knowledge about methods of contraception 
reasons • Lack of knowledge about how to get access to contraception 

Method-specific 
• I think contraception has negative impact on health status, causes side 

effects 
reasons 

• Available methods are not convenient for use 

Cost and/or access 
• It is difficult to receive the method (it is necessary to travel far in order to 

get the needed method) 
reasons 

• Too high cost of contraceptive methods 

• I (my partner) can get abortion if necessary 
Other reasons • Rely on emergency contraception (taking pills after sexual intercourse) 

• Other reasons 

For married women, just over 50 percent are non-users for fertility related reasons (Figure 2.2). For 
the general populations of men and women, an even larger percentage are non-users for fe1tility 
related reasons, with the majority of non-users reporting that they have not statted a sexual 
relationship yet, or are not having sex at present. For all respondents falling in this category, 
including married women, a comprehensive fe1tility survey would include a battery of questions on 
sexual and biological history to determine whether the perception that they are not at risk is indeed 
true. 
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Figure 2.2, below, shows the distribution of respondents by reason for not currently using 
contraception. Overall, approximately one-third of the at-risk respondents reported that they did not 
use any contraceptive methods at present. This sub-section of the population is the most at risk of 

unintended pregnancy. 

The second leading category of non-users of contraception based their decision on their attitude 
towards contraception, such as religious reasons or objections from family. The leading response in 
this grouping was a personal objection to contraception, with 12.1 percent of married women, 6.5 
percent of all women, and 10.7 percent of all men with personal objections to contraception. Rural 
women were more likely to list a personal objection as a reason than were urban women, but rural 
and urban men chose this response category in equal proportions (see Table A 16 in Appendix A). 

The third leading reason for non-use is associated method-specific reasons. In particular, this 
response category is dominated by respondents concerned about perceived health risks and/or side 

effects. Health reasons were repmted by 7.5 percent of married women, 3.6 percent of all women, 
and 3.3 percent of men. Only a very small percentage of respondents reported that they do not use 

contraception because of the availability of abortion or emergency contraception. Almost no 
respondents reported that they did not use contraception because they lacked the knowledge of how 

to use or access it. 

Figure 2.2. 

Distribution of Reasons for Non-use of Contraception 
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Unmet Need for Family Planning Methods 

According to the 1999 URHS, nearly 15 percent of women age 15-44 had an unmet need for family 
planning services. Women with an unmet need would prefer to avoid pregnancy, but were not 
practicing any method to avoid becoming pregnant (women who were currently infecund or not 
sexually active were excluded). If the definition is expanded to include women who were 
practicing less effective methods (periodic abstinence, withdrawal, douching, etc.) about 37 percent 
of these women faced an unmet need. These rates are far higher than would be expected in most 
developed countries. 
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The actual calculation of unmet need can vary depending on survey design and the number of 

questions asked, as well as the sampling universe of women included in the definition. Very 

detailed questionnaires, such as those used in the Demographic and Health Survey (DHS), allow 

researchers to determine whether unmet need derives from a desire for spacing (women who want 

more children, but not right now), or from a desire for limiting (women who desire no children or 

no additional children). The WAPS survey design was not originally intended to collect the kind of 

information needed to calculate unmet need. However, unmet need is frequently used as a broad 

measure of a population's knowledge and access to reproductive health technologies, and a much

simplified measure (corresponding to the definition employed by the Reproductive Health Survey 

(RHS) rather than to the DHS definition) is possible using preexisting survey items . 

The URHS employs two definitions for family planning, one for women who have a need for any 

family planning method and one for women who have a need for a modern family planning method. 

The URHS definitions are: 

Definition I: Women are considered to be in need if the are fecund, sexually active 

or in union, not pregnant, did not want to get pregnant at the time of interview, and 
are not using any type of contraception. 
Definition II: is the same as definition I, except that it also includes ·women using 

typically less effective methods of contraception (withdrawal and periodic 

abstinence). 
- 1999 URHS Final Report, p. 108. 

Operationally, women in the WAPS are categorized into subgroups using similar, but not identical, 

classifications. Respondents were excluded as not at risk of pregnancy if they reported having a 

tubal ligation, unable to conceive at present due to subfecundity, postpartum, or currently pregnant, 

or did not currently have a sex partner. Respondents were also excluded as not in need of family 

planning if they reported a desire for additional children in the future,4 or if they reported that they 

are currently not using contraception because they want to get pregnant and give birth. Due to the 

high level of interest by the MOH and other organizations in the fertility behavior of the non

married population, the W APS definition of urunet need is not limited only to women currently 

married or in a union. The W APS definition for urunet need for modern family planning differs 

slightly from the URHS definition in that all users of traditional methods are included, not just those 

using withdrawal and periodic abstinence.5 

4 Note that this measure does not discriminate between women who want any children and women who want children 

but not right now. To properly measure unmet need a questionnaire would require several additional items to determine 

the need for spacing. 
5 This is an important departure from the URHS because of the large percentage of respondents who reported using the 

calendar method (see Table A8 in Appendix A) which can have a high failure rate if not followed properly. 
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Figure 2.3 shows the level ofunmet need for married women, all women, and all men. 

Figure 2.3. 

Level of Unmet Need for Modern Contraception, 
and Linmet Need for any Contraception, in Percent 

Married women All women All men 

o Unmet need for modern methods of contraception 

lEI Unmet need for an method of contrace tion 

The more detailed tables in Appendix A show how unmet need differs by residence, income level , 

and by age. Unmet need both for modern and any methods of unintended pregnancy prevention in 

all categories of respondents is somewhat higher in rural than in urban areas. The highest need for 

modern contraceptive methods are observed among married women that live in rural areas (32.6 

percent in rural, compared to 26.6 percent in urban areas, or compared to 28.5 percent for Ukraine 

in general). In sum, nearly one-third of married rural women have an unmet need for access to 

modern contraceptive methods. 
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Figure 2.4. 

Level of Unmet Need for Modern Family Planning Methods, 
by Population Group and Household Income, in Percent 
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The estimates of unmet need by demographic characteristics show some sizable differences 

between regions and by age. The very high levels at older ages may be attributable to the fact that 

fecundity was self-reported, rather than determined through a series of questions on birth history 

and menstrual activity, as is standard in DHS and other surveys. Conversely, this may also reflect a 

real increase in unmet need with age. Respondents at older ages may still depend on the availability 

of abortion as a standard means to avoid childbirth, as was common during the Soviet period. 

SUPPLY SOURCES AND COSTS FOR CONTRACEPTIVE METHODS SELECTED BY 

RESPONDENTS 

This section of the report presents information about sources of supply for select methods of 

contraception, access to contraception (measured in terms of time), and cost of current method. 6 

Time required to obtain contraceptives and monetary cost are two measures of the overall cost of 

using contraception in a society where time usage carries some opportunity cost. If access to 

contraception is poor, if contraceptives are in short supply (even if nominally close at hand or 

nominally zero-cost), or if there are real monetary costs in addition to nominal zero costs of 

obtaining contraception, then these factors may help explain use or non-use of specific methods of 

contraception and use or non-use of contraception generally. 

6 Responses to questions about source of supply "the last time" the method was obtained may differ from the first 

source for the method or the usual source. 
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· Supply Source 

Source of supply, both private and public, refers to the place where a respondent obtained the 

contraceptive method. 

The overwhelming majority of modern contraceptive methods used by the respondents were 

obtained at private institutions - this supply source was mentioned by almost 80 percent of all 

respondents. Among married women that used modern contraceptive methods, )7 .6 percent 

indicated a public supply source and 81.8 percent a private source. Nearly the same supply source 

· distribution is observed for all categories ofrespondents (Figure 3.1). 

Figure 3.1. 

Sources of Supply for Modern Contraceptive Methods 
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The analysis of supply sources by specific contraceptive methods shows that there is a sharp 

contrast between supply sources for IUDs and other specific contraceptive methods (see Table 

A 13). About 60 percent of women that use IUDs received it from public sources, while the 

overwhelming majority that used other methods indicated a private supply source. The major public 

supply sources for IUDs, both for married women and all women, are women's consultation centers 

(37.7 percent and 38.5 percent, respectively) and public polyclinic gynecological offices (14.8 

percent and 14.7 percent, respectively). More than a third of all married women reported that the 

last time they obtained this contraceptive method was from a pharmacy, pharmaceutical kiosk, 

commercial kiosk, or store/supermarket (a private source). For all other modern contraceptives, a 

pharmacy, pharmaceutical kiosk, commercial kiosk, or store/supermarket is the supply source for 

the overwhelming majority of users. The distribution of supply sources for all modern methods is 

similar for all categories of respondents. 

There were not any essential differences detected between the residents of urban and rural areas in 

the use of public and private supply sources for contraceptive methods. 
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Table 3.1. 

Supply Sources of Modem Contraceptive Methods by Main Categories of Respondents, in 
Percent 

Married women, All women, age All men, age 
age 15-49 years 15-49 years 15-49 years 

Informatively : users of modem 46.9 38.1 49.5 
contraceptive methods 

SUPPLY SOURCES 
Public sources 26.9 22.8 13.5 

Private sources 72.8 76.2 85.6 

Other sources 0.2 1.0 1.1 

PUBLIC 
Women 's consultation (public) 17.2 14.6 8.1 

Maternity hospital or obstetric 
2.2 (gynecological) department (public) 1.7 1.1 

Center of Family Planning or Human 
0.0 0.1 0.0 Reproduction 

Public health facility 0.6 0.6 0.3 

Gynecological office of public polyclinic 6.3 5.2 3.2 

Rural out-patient 0.5 0.5 0.5 

Rural FOP 0.0 0.0 0.0 

Family doctor (public) 0.1 0.2 0.1 

Youth friendly clinic 0.0 0.0 0.2 

PRIVATE SOURCES 
Women's consultation (private) 1.2 1.0 0.6 

Maternity hospital or obstetric 
0.1 0.0 0.0 (gynecological) department (private) 

Private facility \ doctor 0.4 0.6 0.3 

Family doctor 0.1 0.1 0.0 

Pharmacy, pharmaceutical kiosks, 
71.1 74.3 84.7 commercial kiosk or store/supermarl<et 

Access to Contraception 

It is possible to get to the source of the contraceptive method in 30 minutes or less in about two

thirds of the cases, and the waiting time at the source before obtaining the method does not exceed 

30 minutes for the overwhelming majority of respondents (Figure 3.2). Therefore, it is possible to 

conclude that access to contraception in non-monetary terms is not a problem for the population of 

Ukraine in general. Nevettheless, the analysis demonstrates that residents of rural areas have 

somewhat less access as they spend more time in order to get to the supply source. Thus, about one 

third of rural married women reported that they need at least 60 minutes in order to get to the supply 

source of contraceptive method; at the same time only 4.7 percent of married female respondents 

that live in urban areas spend an hour or more. It is possible to assume that the need for rural 

residents to spend more time can result in refusal to use cettain modern contraceptive methods or 

the use of a less desirable but more accessible method. 
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The differences between married women, all women, and all men are likely explained by the 

different methods they prefer to use. 

Figure 3.2. 

Non-monetary Costs: Travel and Waiting Time for Contraception 
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Analysis of the waiting time to obtain the method, both in general and by specific contraceptive 

methods, reveals that waiting is not an obstacle for family planning methods use. In Ukraine the 

overwhelming majority of respondents reported that they spend 30 minutes or less of their time on 

this. Users of condoms wait less than users of other methods - over 90 percent of condom users 

spend 15 minutes or less. Respondents using methods that require intervention of a doctor (e.g. , 

IUD) spend more time waiting. Almost a quarter of married women that use an IUD indicated that 

they spent more than 30 minutes waiting for this method on their last visit. In this case it is possible 

to assume that they meant waiting in line for a visit to a doctor. 

Monetary Cost of the Selected Contraceptive Methods 

Monetary cost is a major factor in the assessment of total modern contraceptive methods costs. 

Figure 3.3 shows the median cost7 of one cycle of oral contraceptives, one pack of three condoms, 

and the cost of one IUD and its insertion. These data can be used to assess the estimated costs for a 

potential user choosing different modern methods of contraception. 

According to the survey findings, the cost of the selected contraceptive method does not vary across 

urban and rural areas and is nearly the same for all categories of respondents. The median purchase 

price of one cycle of oral contraceptives ranged from 18 to 25 hrn., an IUD and insertion services 

from 50 to 55 hrn., and a pack of3 condoms from 3.5 to 4.5 hrn. 

7 Median cost is the amount of money spent on purchasing a contraception method where half of interviewed 

respondent-users spent more than that amount and half spent less. 
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Figure 3.3. 

Median Cost of Obtaining Selected Modern Contraceptive Methods, by Residence 
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PROBLEMS WITH FAMILY PLANNING METHODS AND REASONS FOR NON-USE 

In this section the analysis focuses on the problems or concerns of contraceptive methods users 

related to the use of their current .family planning method as well as reasons for non-use of a desired 

method for those users who would like to change their current method. 

Respondents who currently used contraception were asked if they (or their partner) had any problem 

with it, and if so, to name their foremost concern. Figure 4.1 and Table 4.1 show the responses for 

users of condoms, IUDs, and oral contraceptives separately for married women, all women, and all 

men. Users of oral contraceptives tended to report more problems or concerns than users of 

condoms or IUDs (Figure 4.1 ). For women and for married women in particular, health concerns 

was the most common problem for users of oral hormonal contraceptives, followed by the risk of 

forgetting (Table 4.1 ). Health was also listed by a large percentage of men, with cost listed as the 

second rriost frequent response. Note, however, that Jess than twenty percent of the respondents 

who use oral contraceptives stated that they had a problem with the method, so the breakdown of 

responses is based on a very small sample. Furthermore, fears about the health implications of oral 

contraceptive use probably reflects former times when Jess perfect (higher hormonal content) oral 

contraceptives had a negative impact on women's health as one of the side effects. The identified 

concerns require information and awareness raising activities related to the characteristics of 

modern oral contraceptives and implications of their use. 
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Figure 4.1. 

Percentage of Respondents Reporting Problems or Concenis with Current Method 
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Respondents that identify problems or concerns related to their current family planning method may 

prefer a different contraceptive method, which may be more or less accessible and affordable to 

them. 

Both objective and subjective factors hinder the use of contraceptive methods. The former includes 

the method cost and availability, while the latter includes biases and even myths regarding the harm 

of a method to health, its effectiveness, and accessibility. It should be noted that subjective factors 

prevail among the concerns of users regarding current family planning methods. 

The content analysis of the problems and concerns points to differences between users of oral 

contraceptives, IUDs, and condoms . Users that take hormonal pills or use IUDs have a primary 

concern about health, while among users of condoms the main concerns relate to disapproval of the 

selected method by a partner and inconvenience in use (see Table 4.1 ). 
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Table 4.1. 

Problems and Concerns With Current Contraceptive Method, 
Specific, by Population Group, in Percent 

Have problems with current 
method use 
Namely: 
Concerns about health as the 
result of side effects 

Cost 

Access 

Effectiveness 

Tendency to forget 

Complexity or inconvenience 
in use 
Disapproval of the 
partner/other 
Doctor considers necessary to 
discontinue the method 
Impossibility to discontinue 
application of this method 

Other 

ORAL 
CONTRACEPTIVES 

17.8 

50.0 

7.4 

6.2 

29.8 

2.5 

15.1 . 

43.8 

9.5 

5.0 

36.4 

2.0 

= Q,l 

8 

18.9 

46.5 

23.4 

2.7 

15.1 

3.7 

4.6 

Don't know. difficult to answer 4.1 3.3 

100 

4.0 

100 Totally 

NUMBER OF 
RESPONDENTS 

100 

36 46 30 

IUD 

10.1 9.2 

81.5 79.8 

1.0 0.9 

1.8 1.7 

4.7 6.0 

3.7 3.5 

7.3 8.1 

100 100 

71 76 

= Q,l 

8 

6.6 

61.6 

2.4 

3.7 

10.8 

4.5 

8.4 

8.6 

100 

34 

CONDOMS 

12.6 14.1 

1.7 2.6 

4.4 3.1 

15.0 34.1 

3.8 4.6 

= Q,l 

8 -< 
9.4 

4.9 

2.5 

0.4 

12.7 

22.1 

28.4 22.9 35.5 

39.7 27.9 14.1 

2.2 1.2 0.6 

1.1 

l.l 

2.6 

100 

80 

0.6 

1.6 

1.4 

100 

134 

5.0 

1.4 

0.8 

100 

149 

The use of oral contraceptives requires a certain level of self-organization and monitoring, in fact 

their effectiveness depends on observance of their scheduled use. More than a third of women who 

experienced problems with the use of hormonal pills recognized that they were not able to regularly 

take their oral contraceptives. This is an important reason for complications and a decrease in 

method effectiveness, and therefore, preferences for different methods. 

Approximately 10 percent of women who use IUDs stated that they had a problem with its use. 

Concern about health was the prevailing answer for this category of women (81.5 percent). Health 

concerns was also the number one problem identified by men whose partners used an IUD, 

although the share was lower at 61.6 percent. 

Among respondents who use condoms, 12.6 percent of married women, 14.1 percent of all women, 

and 9.4 percent of all men reported problems related to their use (Figure 4.1). Among married 

women identifying problems, 39.7 percent specified that their partner does not approve the use of 

this method, 28.4 percent considered this method to be difficult or inconvenient to use, and 15 

percent doubted the effectiveness of condoms in preventing pregnancy. The main concerns among 
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men were difficulties or inconvenience in the use of condoms (35.5 percent), the risk of forgetting 

· to use the condom (22.1 percent), and partner disapproved of using this method (14.1 percent). 

The data from this survey are of critical importance for developing a national strategy on the 

elimination of abortions with a more qualitative approach to the promotion of modern family 

planning methods. In particular, the dissemination of credible information on modern contraceptive 

methods as well as on their appropriate use will be essential in meeting the goal of decreasing 

"failures" in contraception use. 

The current users of contraception were also asked if they would like to change their current 

contraceptive method for a different one, and if yes, to identify the main reason for current non-use 

· ofthe preferred method. 

Among users of contraceptive methods, almost a quarter of all women and one sixth of men 

indicated they would prefer a different method. Among married women such preferences are most 

widespread in the age groups of 20-24 and 30-34 years. The desire to switch methods can be due to 

a variety of concerns with the current method but also may reflect a medical recommendation to 

consider an alternative contraceptive method . · 

Among those currently using condoms for a contraceptive method, the share of women preferring to 

use another method was twice as high as for men. This result may indicate that women prefer to 

use methods which they can control. 

A rather high percentage of users of traditional methods for fertility control and family planning 

would prefer to use another method, suggesting unmet need for modern methods of contraception in 

Ukraine. First, a portion of the adult population still relies on traditional or folk methods. Second, 

more than a third of this population would prefer to use a different method. Managers of programs 

and experts of public health, who wish to motivate the population to move towards modern 

methods, can view these results in a positive light as the target audience seems open to change. 

Indeed, modern approaches to individual prescription of contraceptives in compliance with 

informed consent, age, and health status of partners. could reduce the unrnet need for modern family 

planning methods. 

The analysis of non-use of a preferred family planning method among married women allows us to 

study whether the problems of access and cost hinder married couples from switching to a preferred 

method. Results indicate that access and cost are not the main obstacles for the majority of families 

in Ukraine. Among married women that use contraceptives, 22.5 percent repmted that they would 

prefer a different method but they do not use it currently because of fears about health status as a 

result of side effects; another 14.7 percent named medical contraindications as the reason for non

use (Figure 4.2). Cost can be an obstacle to transitioning to another method, as this reason was the 

third most commonly mentioned among married women throughout Ukraine (14.4 percent). Cost is 

more likely a factor for rural women as opposed to urban women (20.9 percent versus 12.0 percent). 
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Figure 4.2. 

Main Reasons for Not Using Preferred Contraceptive Method for IYiarried Women 

% 

Total Ukraine Urban area Rural area 

D Fear of health problems as a result of side effects Iii Health contra-indications D Too expensive 

The cost of methods that are preferred can be an obstacle especially for married women that use oral 

contraceptives (20.4 percent) or apply traditional methods (21.1 percent). 

The cross tabulation between the current method and preferred method is very interesting (Table 

A 18 in Appendix A). The majority of married women responded that they would prefer to continue 

to use their current method, with IUDs having the greatest share of followers (91.8 percent). This 

result is consistent with a high level of awareness of this method among women in Ukraine. In 

addition, the majority of married women, who would prefer to switch to a different contraceptive 

method, want to have IUDs. 

Five-year hormonal implant, which was not widely available in Ukraine at the time of this survey, 

was named as the preferred method by 1.7 percent of married women. Only IUDs (11.4 percent), 

oral hormonal contraceptives (3.7 percent) and male condoms (1.8 percent) were referred to more 

often than hormonal implant as a preferred method. 

Responses are fairly similar among urban and rural residents, although rural married women who 

prefer other methods had rates a little above those for urban married women. 

WILLINGNESS AND ABILITY TO PAY FOR CONTRACEPTIVE METHODS 

This section presents data on respondents' assessment of contraceptives affordability as well as their 

willingness and ability to pay for specific contraceptive methods. The analysis focuses on oral 

contraceptives, IUDs, and condoms. The data were analyzed in terms of two groups of users -

current users as they are considered to be more aware of prices and - potential users, those 

respondents indicating they plan to start using one of the contraceptive methods in the next 12 

months. 

In order to assess the affordability of oral contraceptives, IUDs, and condoms, current and potential 

users were asked to categorize the cost of these contraceptive methods as "inexpensive," 

"affordable," or "too expensive." 

Each of the questions on willingness to pay asks the respondent to consider price as the only factor 

influencing a decision to use a specific contraceptive method. Respondents are also asked how they 
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would respond if their preferred method cost more than they were willing to pay. However, some 

program managers may also want to know if clients would be willing to pay more if some aspects 

of service were improved. Tables A34 and A34a in Appendix A present responses on willingness 

to pay for intermediate term methods that are not currently utilized in Ukraine; specifically, 

hormonal injectables and hormonal implants. In tables that illustrate this section, the analysis is 

focused on the results at the national level. The results in terms of demographic characteristics are 

given in Tables A23- A34a of Appendix A.8 

Affordability of Oral Contraceptives, IUDs, and Condoms for Potential and Current Users 

Table 5.1 presents data comparing the subjective scaling of contraceptive prices among potential 

and current users. 

More than a third of potential users of oral contraceptives considered them affordable: the category 

of "affordable" was chosen by 46.2 percent of married women, 44 percent of all women, and 36.4 

percent of men. For one third of potential users this method was not affordable in terms of price: 

34.6 percent of married women, 36.4 percent of all women and 29 percent of men considered 

hormonal pills as too expensive. Among current users, the share of respondents viewing oral 

contraceptives as affordable was even higher - more than 90 percent of respondents currently using 

this method categorized oral contraceptives as inexpensive or affordable. The number of current 

users that thought this method was too expensive was less than 6 percent. 

A similar situation was also observed among potential and current users of IUDs (see Table 5.1). A 

few differences stand out. Among potential users of IUDs, a higher percentage was not familiar 

with its cost (over 38 percent of men planning to switch to IUDs could not assess the affordability 

of IUDs). Also, among current users of IUDs, a higher percentage considered this form of 

contraceptive control as too expensive as compared to oral contraceptives. 

Whether a potential or current user of condoms, respondents overwhelmingly viewed this 

contraceptive method as inexpensive or affordable. Less than 1.5 percent viewed condoms as too 

expensive. 

8 We recommend that readers keep in mind the small sample sizes involved in the calculation of some table cells, as 

well as the standard error tables in Appendix D. 
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36.4 29.0 28.6 

85.9 4.6 2.5 

27.0 29.7 38.2 

Current users 6.5 83 .5 9.4 0.6 7.0 82.8 9.5 0.7 5.9 82.3 7.7 4.1 

Potential 51.0 41.4 3.8 3.8 51.2 41.0 3.8 4.0 48.3 46.0 3.9 1.8 
users 

Current users 44.2 55.0 0.8 - 44.1 53 .8 1.5 0.6 43 .0 55.8 1.1 0.1 

According to the survey results, it can be concluded that cost was not a limiting factor for the 

overwhelming majority of respondents. Concern with the cost of a method increased only in the 

group of respondents with low income (up to 400 hryvna per month), but even among them only 

about I 0 percent specified that the method in use was too expensive for them. 

Willin~ness to Pay for Contraceptives 

Practically all respondents were ready to pay up to I 0 hryvna for oral contraceptives, while two 

thirds were willing to pay up to 30 hryvna for one cycle of oral contraceptives (Table 5.2). Few 

respondents were ready to pay more than 60 hryvna for this contraceptive method. According to the 

survey results, the median of the maximum price for oral contraceptives was 30 hryvna per cycle for 

all categories except potential male users where it was 40 hryvna. The median price is the price that 

would be affordable to 50 percent of respondents. 

Over half of IUD consumers were. willing to pay up to 75 hryvna for this method (and its insertion). 

A price of I 00 hryvna was considered affordable to only one third. A little over I 0 percent of 

current and potential users were willing to pay over I 00 hryvna. The median of the maximum price 

for IUDs was 75 hryvna in all categories of respondents for both current and potential users except 

for potential male users who had a slightly higher median at 80 hryvna. 
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The median value of the maximum price respondents were willing to pay for a pack of condoms is 5 

or 6 lu-yvna. 

Tabie 5.2. 

Willingne!!S to Pay for Contraceptive Methods for Current and Potential Users, by 

Population Group and Method, in Percent 

Married women, age 15- All women, age 15-49 

Maximum price 
in hryvna Users 

1 cycle of oral contraceptives: 

0 100.0 

5 100.0 

10 98 .6 

30 66.5 

60 13 .8 

60+ 4.9 

Median, hrn. 30 

IUD and its insertion: 

0 100.0 

25 100.0 

50 85 .7 

75 50.7 

100 30.7 

100+ 14.0 

Median, hrn. 75 

Condoms (3-oacl{ : 
0 100.0 

0,5 100.0 

2 97 .7 

4 81.9 

6 51.1 

8 27 .6 

10 18.7 

1 0+ 3.5 

Median, hrn. 6 

49 years years 

Potential 
users 

100.0 

100.0 

98 .5 

67.3 

4.8 

4 .8 

30 

100.0 

100.0 

91.9 

66.7 

44.4 

11.9 

75 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

87.2 

58.5 

34.9 

28.7 

5.5 

6 

Users 

100.0 

100.0 

98.5 

67.3 

13.8 

5.0 

30 

100.0 

100.0 

85 .7 

51.1 

30.7 

13.8 

75 

100.0 

100.0 

98 .2 

84 .7 

55 .6 

28 .8 

20.3 

5.2 

6 

Potential · 
users 

100.0 

100.0 

97 .6 

57.1 

5.4 

2.0 

30 

100.0 

100.0 

84.3 

53 .0 

34.0 

9.5 

75 

100.0 

100.0 

98 .9 

83.4 

48 .8 

30.8 

23 .8 

3.8 

5 

All men, age 15-49 years 

Users 

100.0 

100.0 

. 98 .5 

71.5 

15 .8 

6.6 

30 

100.0 

100.0 

86.8 

52.6 

33 .0 

15 .6 

75 

100.0 

100.0 

98 .9 

87 .0 

59 .5 

35.4 

26.2 

6.9 

6 

Potential 
users 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

70.9 

13 .9 

0.0 

40 

100.0 

100.0 

88 .1 

69.0 

47 .7 

12.8 

80 

100.0 

100.0 

99.4 

78 .6 

49.3 

31.7 

23.7 

4.9 

5 

All respondents were asked if they would consider intermediate term methods of contraception, and 

if so, how much they would be willing to pay for such a method. Table 5.3 presents the willingness 

to pay pricing responses for respondents who would consider an implant for hormonal contraception 

that would protect against pregnancy for up to 5 years . The first panel presents the national-level 

distribution for married women, all women, and all men. The second and third panels compare 

urban and rural respondents, respectively. The median maximum price for all groups was about 100 

hryvna per implant. 

It appears that three quarters of potential users of hormonal implants were ready to pay up to 75 

hryvna for them. A price of 125 hryvna was affordable to a quarter of respondents, and a cost over 

125 hryvna could be paid by only about 15 percent. In rural areas the corresponding rates were 

lower due to lower incomes than in urban areas (Table 5.3). 
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Table 5.3. 

Willingness to Pay for a Contraceptive Implant, by Residence, in Percent 

Maximum price, 
Married women, All women, age All men, age 
age 15-49 years 15-49 years 15-49 years 

hryvna 

Ukraine 

0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

50 100.0 100.0 100.0 

75 74.3 73 .7 77.8 

100 58.0 57.7 59.2 

125 23 .3 24.6 27.0 

125+ ' 15.0 15.4 16.7 

Urban area 

0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

50 100.0 100.0 100.0 

75 77.9 77.4 81.4 

100 61.9 62.2 62.8 

125 26.5 27.8 32.2 

125+ 16.5 16.9 19.4 

Rural area 

0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

50 100.0 100.0 100.0 

75 67.7 65 .9 71.1 

100 50.8 48 .5 52.4 

125 17.6 18.0 17.1 

125+ 12.2 12.3 11.7 

Table 5.4 is similar to Table 5.3 , but presents the willingness to pay results for respondents willing 

to consider an injection to avoid pregnancy for 3 months. The major price break in each panel is 

between 25 and 40 hryvna. That is, about 80 percent of all groups of respondents would be willing 

to pay as much as 25 hryvna per injection, but that percentage drops quickly to around 35 percent or 

lower if the price is 50 hryvna per injection. A smaller share of respondents in rural areas as 

compared to urban are willing to pay for both of these intermediate term methods (see Table 5.4). 
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Table 5.4. 

Willingness to Pay for a Contraceptive Injectable, by Residence, in Percent 

Maximum cost, Married women, All women, age All men, age 

hryvna age 15-49 years 15-49 years 15-49 years 

Ukraine 
0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

5 100.0 100.0 99.8 

25 94.0 94.5 95 .0 

50 49.0 50.8 56.2 

50+ 11.4 12.5 15 .6 

Urban area 

0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

5 100.0 100.0 99.8 

25 93 .8 94.6 96.3 

50 51.3 53.2 62 .6 

50+ 12.9 14.0 18.9 

Rural area 

0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

5 100.0 100.0 · 100.0 

25 94.3 94.3 92.4 

50 44.5 45.2 42 .5 

50+ 8.5 8.9 8.6 

During the survey, the respondents were asked what they would do in a hypothetical situation in 

which the cost of their selected contraceptive method exceeded their material capabilities. 

Respondents were offered the response choices shown in Table 5.5. 

For oral contraceptives, about one third of women and 40 percent of men would find a way to pay 

the higher cost. Another 20 percent or so would seek out a less expensive supply source. Just over 

10 percent would transfer to a less expensive brand of oral contraceptives. About 30 percent would 

switch to a less expensive method of contraception. 

In general the distribution of behavior patterns of IUD and condom users are similar to the behavior 

patterns of oral contraception users, although there are more loyal adherents among the users of 

IUDs . Among the users of condoms, there is a larger share who would try to find a less expensive 

supply source - nearly one third of such respondents in different categories. 
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Table 5.5. 

Hypothetical Responses to Unaffordable Pricing in Response to the Question: 

"31. What would you do if the preferred method cost more than you could afford?" · 

Oral contraceptives IUD Condoms 

"0 c "0 c "0 
~ c c ~ 

Cl.l c c Cl.l Cl.l c c 
'£: ~ Cl.l E '£: ~ Cl.l E '£: Cl.l ~ 

a.. E E a.. E E a.. E E 
Possible behavior <:<: Q - Q - <:<: Q - Q - <:<: Q - Q 

~ ~ < ~ < ~ ~ < ~ < ~ ~ < ~ 
FIND A WAY TO PAY 34.1 31.9 40.7 43 .6 41.9 52.1 33 .2 33.2 

Find less expensive source of 
20.9 21.6 17.0 20.3 21.8 16.8 31.1 31.9 

supply 
Change to less expensive 28.0 27 .8 32.0 21.6 22 .2 20.1 16.4 15.4 
method 
Change to less expensive 

11.8 13 .1 8.6 10.0 9.4 6.8 10.5 12.2 
brand or type 
Stop using contraception 

2.9 3.7 0.8 3.6 4.0 3.0 6.3 5.3 
altogether 

Other - - - 0.2 0.2 - 0.6 0.6 

Don't lmow/ 2.3 1.9 0.7 0.6 0.5 1.2 1.9 1.4 
non-response 

c 
Cl.l 

E -< 
44.7 

28 .3 

11.1 

10.4 

3.7 

0.8 

1.0 

The survey also sought information on the willingness of clients to pay more in exchange for an 

improvement of service aspects, namely a decrease in waiting time for purchasing the contraception 

(Table 5.6). 

Among users of oral hormonal drugs, about 60 percent reported that, in general, they are satisfied 

with the cost of this method and access in terms of time. At the same time, more than a third of 

them would like to have the opportunity to purchase this method at a lower price, even if they are 

required to spend more time obtaining the oral contraceptives. A very small number of respondents 

(3.7 percent among married women, 2.3 percent among all women, and 2.8 percent among men) 

indicated the willingness to pay higher costs in exchange for a decrease in the time spent obtaining 

the drug. The distribution of responses does not differ appreciably among all categories of women 

and men. 

A similar situation is observed among users of IUDs and condoms. 

Over 40 percent of women are ready to spend more time obtaining IUDs in exchange for a cost 

decrease. Over half of women that use IUDs are completely satisfied with the current cost and 

waiting time. 

Given the wide accessibility of condoms on the market in Ukraine, the share of women satisfied 

with the cost and time spent is two thirds and among men is 70 percent. At the same time, nearly 

one third of women and one quarter of men are ready to spend more time purchasing this 

contraceptive method in exchange for a decrease in its cost. 
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Table 5.6. 

Preferences for Cost and Access, by Current Method and Population Group, in Percent 

Oral contraceptives . IUD Condoms 

"0 = "0 = "0 = ~ = = ~ 
~ = = ~ 

~ = = ~ 

'i: ~ ~ s 'i: ~ ~ s 'i: ~ ~ s -s s -s s -s s 
~ 0 0 - ~ 0 ~ 0 - ~ 0 - 0 -
~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 

I am ready to pay more in 
exchange for spending less 

3.7 2.3 2.8 2.3 2.1 2.4 1.2 1.4 2.8 
time getting the 
contraception method 

Cost of contraception 
method and time spent 59.5 59.0 59.1 54.0 52.0 65 .0 66.7 64 .0 70.3 
getting it are quite 
satisfactory 

I would like to purchase 
contraception method at a 
lower price even if it 35.5 37.4 36.0 42 .3 44 .5 30.5 30.5 32.1 25 .2 

requires more time to get 
it 

Do not know/difficult to 1.3 1.3 2.1 1.4 1.4 2.0 1.6 2.5 1.7 
answer 

These results are consistent with the conclusions of the previous sections: in general people are 

satisfied with the time required to obtain their contraceptive method. A lower price is more 

impm1ant than an improvement in access time. 
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Appendix A: Detailed Analytical Tables 

Respondent Characteristics 
A 1 Number of Selected Households in Sample for the 2004 WAPS by Region . Oblast and Residence 

A2 Response Rates by Sex and Residence 

A3 Respondent Characteristics 

A4 Comparison of Distribution of Respondents with 1999 Reproductive -Health Survey and 2001 Census 

Knowledge of Contraception 
AS Knowledge ·of Contraception: Percentage of Respondents Who Have Heard of Specific Methods of Contraception by Residence. 

Age. Education. and Household Income 

A6 Comparison of Knowledge of Contraception. 1999 and 2004: Percentage of Respondents Who Have Heard of Specific Methods of 

Contraception . All Women Ages 15/16-44 Based on the 1999 URHS and the 2004 WAPS 

Current Use of Contraception 
A 7 Ever Use of Contraception: Percentage of Respondents Reporting Ever Using Any Method of Contraception by Age and Sex 

A8 Current Use of Contraception: Percentage of Respondents Currently Using Specific Methods of Contraception by Residence, AillL_ 

Sex, Education, and Household Income 

Unmet Need 
A9 Unmet Need for Family Planning Methods: Percentage of Respondents Who Need Access to a Modern Family Planning Method for 

Selected Methods by Selected Characteristics 

A10 Unmet Need for Family Planning Methods: Percentage of Respondents Who Need Access to Any Family Planning Method for 

Selected Methods by Selected Characteristics 

. Information on Methods, and Counseling on Current Method 

A 11 Counseling: Percentage of Respondents Who Received Counseling with Current Method by Type of Method and Source of 

Counseling and Sex 
A12 Source of Information: Percentage of Respondents by Sources of Information About Contraception and Sex 

Source of Supply, Access 
A13 

Source of Supply: Percent Distribution of Users of Modern Methods of Contraception by Source of Supply by Residence and Sex 

A14 
Access to Contraception: Percent Distribution of Respondents by Time Required to Obtain Contraception by Residence and Sex 

A14a Access to Contraception: Percent Distribution of Respondents by Time to Wait at Source Before Receiving Method 

Problems or Concerns with Contraception, Preference for Another Method 

A 15 Problems or Concerns with Contraception: Percent Distribution of Respondents Reporting Problems or Concerns With Current 

Method by Method and Residence. Married Women Ages 16-49 

A 16 Reasons for Not Using Preferred, Alternative Method: Percent Distribution of Current Users by Most Important Reason Given for 

Not Using Preferred Method, by Method and Residence, Married Women Ages 16-49 

A 17 Preference for Another Method: Percentage of Respondents Who Would Prefer to Use a Different Method of Contraception for 

Selected Methods by Age and Residence 

A 17a Reason for Preferring an Alternative Method: Percent Distribution of Current Users by Most Important Reason Given for Preferring 

a Different Method 
A 18 Current and Preferred Methods of Contraception: Percentage of Married Women Ages 16-49 Who Would Prefer to Use a Different 

Method of Contraception by Current Method. Preferred Method. and Residence 

A 19 Current and Preferred Methods: 1999 and 2004: Comparison of Current and Preferred Method of Contraception for Respondents 

Indicating a Preferred. Alternative Method for All Women Ages 15/16-44,2004 WAPS and 1999 URHS 

Cost, Affordability and Willingness to Pay for Contraception 

A20 Cost of Contraception: Median Cost of Obtaining Selected Methods of Contraception by Residence and Sex 

A21 Afford ability of Current Method of Contraception: Percent Distribution of Non-users Who Consider Method as Inexpensive, 

Affordable, or too Expensive. for Selected Methods by Selected Characteristics 

A22 Affordability of Current Method of Contraception: Percent Distribution of Respondents Who Consider Current Method as 

Inexpensive. Affordable, or Too Expensive. for Selected Methods by Selected Characteristics 

A23 Willingness to Pay for Oral Hormona ls: Cumulative Percent Distribution of Respondents by Willingness to Pay for One Cycle of 

Pills, Current Use Status 
A23a Willingness to Pay for IUD: Cumulative Percent Distribution of Respondents by Willingness to Pay for One IUD and Current Use 

Status 
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A23b Willingness to Pay for Condoms: Cumulative Percent Distribution of Respondents by Willingness to Pay for Condoms and Current 

Use Status 
A24 Willingness to Pay for Oral Hormonals by Residence: Cumulative Percent Distribution of Users and Potential Users by Willingness 

to Pay for One Cycle of Pills. and Residence 

A24a Willingness to Pay for IUD by Residence: Cumulative Percent Distribution of Users and Potential Users by Willingness to Pay for 

One IUD. and Residence 
A24b Willingness to Pay for Condoms by Residence: Cumulative Percent Distribution of Users and Potential Users by Willingness to 

Pay, and Residence 
A25 Willingness to Pay for Oral Hormonals by Residence: Cumulative Percent Distribution of Current Users by Willingness to Pay and 

Residence 
A25a Willingness to Pay for IUD by Residence: Cumulative Percent Distribution of Current Users by Willingness to Pay for IUD and 

Residence 
A25b Willingness to Pay for Condoms by Residence: Cumulative Percent Distribution of Current Users by Willingness to Pay for 

Condoms and Residence 
A26 Willingness to Pay for Oral Hormonals by Income: Cumulative Percent Distribution of Users and Potential Users by Willingness to 

Pay. by Income 
A26a Willingness to Pay for IUD by Income: Cumulative Percent Distribution of Users and Potential Users by Willingness to Pay for One 

IUD and Income 
A26b Willingness to Pay for Condoms by Income: Cumulative Percent Distribution of Users and Potential Users by Willingness to Pay for 

Condoms and Income 
A27 Willingness to Pay for Oral Hormonals by Income: Cumulative Percent Distribution of Current Users by Willingness to Pay for One 

Cycle of Pills and Income 

A27a 

. A27b 

A28 

A28a 

A28b 

A29 

A29a 

A29b 

A30 

A30a 

A30b 

A31 

A31a 

A31b 

A32 

A33 
A34 

A34a 

Willingness to Pay for IUD by Income: Cumulative Percent Distribution of Current Users by Willingness to Pay for IUD and Income 

Willingness to Pay for Condoms by Income: Cumulative Percent Distribution of Current Users by Willingness to Pay for Condoms 

and Income 
Willingness to Pay for Oral Hormonals by Region : Cumulative Percent Distribution of Users and Potential Users by Willingness to 

Pay for One Cycle of Pills and Residence 

Willingness to Pay for IUD by Region: Cumulative Percent Distribution of Users and Potential Users by Willingness to Pay for One 

IUD and Residence 
Willingness to Pay for Oral Hormonals by Region: Cumulative Percent Distribution of Users and Potential Users by Willingness to 

Pay for Condoms and Residence 
Willingness to Pay for Oral Hormonals by Region: Cumulative Percent Distribution of Current Users by Willingness to Pay for One 

Cycle of Pills and Residence 
Willingness to Pay for IUD by Region: Cumulative Percent Distribution of Current Users by Willingness to Pay for One IUD and 

Residence 
Willingness to Pay for Oral Hormonals by Rea ion: Cumulative Percent Distribution of Current Users by Willingness to Pay for 

Condoms and Residence 
Willingness to Pay for Oral Hormonals by Employment Status: Cumulative Percent Distribution of Users and Potential Users by 

Willingness to Pay for One Cycle of Pills and Employment Status 

Willingness to Pay for IUD by Employment Status: Cumulative Percent Distribution of Users and Potential Users by Willingness to 

Pay for One IUD and Employment Status 
Willingness to Pay for Oral Hormonals by Employment Status: Cumulative Percent Distribution of Users and Potential Users by 

Willingness to Pay for Three Condoms and Employment Status 

Willingness to Pay for Oral Hormonals by Employment Status: Cumulative Percent Distribution of Current Users by Willingness to 

Pay for One Cycle of Pills and Employment Status 

Willingness to Pay for IUD by Employment Status: Cumulative Percent Distribution of Current Users by Willingness to Pay for One_ 

IUD and Employment Status 
Willingness to Pay for Oral Hormonals by Employment Status: Cumulative Percent Distribution of Current Users by Willingness to 

Pay for Condoms and Employment Status 
Response to Unaffordable Pricing: Responses to Question "What would you do if the price for your method of preference were 

higher than you could afford?" Current and Potential Users by Method and Sex 

The Cost-Access Trade-off: Percent Distribution of Responses to Conjoint Questions on Pricing and Access by Method 

Willingness to Pay for a Contraceptive Implant: Cumulative Percent of Respondents by Amount Willing to Pay for a Contraceptive 

Implant by Residence 
Willingness to Pay for a Contraceptive Injectable: Cumulative Percent of Respondents by Amount Willing to Pay for a 

Contraceptive Injection by Residence 
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Table A1. Number of Selected Households in Sample for the 2004 WAPS 

by Region, Oblast and Residence 

Response 

Region Ukraine Urban Rural Rate 

West 2861 1453 1408 85.9% 

Rivnenska oblast 325 178 147 93.7% 

Lvivska oblast 575 319 256 83.7% 

Volynska oblast 272 153 119 63.6% 

Chernovtsy oblast 343 157 186 96.3% 

lvano-Frankivska oblast 352 146 206 85.9% 

Ternopilska oblast 256 116 140 88.0% 

Zakarpatska oblast 404 192 212 98.3% 

Khelminitska oblast 334 192 142 83.3% 

North 1578 981 597 79.0% 

Zhitomirska oblast 352 186 166 91.7% 

Kiev City 259 259 52.7% 

Kievska oblast 355 193 162 84.3% 

Chernigivska oblast 364 204 160 94.3% 

Sumska oblast 248 139 109 78.7% 

Central 2058 1222 836 88.0% 

Poltavska oblast 410 219 191 96.7% 

Dnipropetrovska oblast 699 562 137 86.9% 

Cherkassky oblast 308 166 142 91 .1% 

Kirovogradska oblast 276 164 112 89.3% 

Vinnitska oblast 365 111 254 78.7% 

South 1947 1154 793 82.5% 

Zaporizska oblast 383 239 144 71 .1% 

Khersonska oblast 342 168 174 94.0% 

Mickolaivska oblast 275 147 128 72.0% 

Odesska oblast 491 284 207 83.8% 

Crimean Autonomous Republic 399 269 130 94.3% 

Sebastopol City 57 47 10 87.7% 

East 1861 1471 390 87.7% 

Kharkivska oblast 544 410 134 84.1% 
825 734 91 85.8% 

Luganska oblast 492 327 165 95.7% 

Ukraine 10305 6281 4024 84.8% 
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Table A2. Sample Size, Response Rates, and Main Reasons for Non-Conducted Interviews by Administrative Unit 

Refusals 

Total non- Respondent Respondent Objection of Objection of Other 

Administrative unit Planned Interviewed Interviews not home refused parents other relatives reason 

AR Crimea 423 403 20 6 11 1 2 

Vinnitska 464 366 98 65 32 

Volynska 428 272 156 48 35 11 1 57 

Dnipropetrovska 804 704 100 27 52 7 14 

Donetska 962 847 115 55 55 4 

Zhitomirska 384 352 32 14 16 2 

Zakarpatska 411 406 5 3 1 

Zaporizska 539 384 155 113 41 

lvano-Frankivska 410 352 58 49 9 

Kyivska 421 408 13 8 5 

Kirovogradska 309 278 31 15 13 3 

Luganska 514 492 22 7 15 

Lvivska 687 578 109 46 61 

Mikolaivska 382 275 107 75 28 2 

Odesska 586 488 98 37 29 14 10 8 

Poltavska 424 410 14 6 8 

Rivneneska 347 325 . 22 18 4 

Sumska 315 248 67 50 13 4 

Ternopilska 291 255 36 5 2 29 

Kharkivska 647 546 101 17 19 65 

Khersonska 364 342 22 10 12 

Khmelnitska 401 334 67 32 29 1 1 4 

Cherkaska 338 308 30 20 4 2 4 

Chernovitska 356 343 13 10 3 

Chernigivska 386 364 22 11 9 2 

Kyiv City 491 255 236 178 56 2 

Sebastopol City 65 58 7 4 3 

Total: 12,149 10,393 1756 929 565 53 13 192 
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Table A3. Respondent Characteristics 

Unweighted percentages Weighted percentages 

Characteristic Males Females Males Females 

Residence 
Urban 58.8 62.8 69.4 71 .8 

Rural 41.2 37 .2 30.6 28.2 

Region 
West 28.7 27.0 23.2 22.6 

North 15.4 15.3 17.4 17.5 

Central 20.2 19.7 18.9 19.0 

South 17.9 19.7 19.3 19.4 

East · 17.8 18.3 21 .2 21.4 

Age group 
15 to 19 15.9 13.1 16.1 14.9 

20 to 24 13.0 12.6 15.4 14.4 

25 to 29 13.3 13.8 14.1 13.6 

30 to 34 14.2 14.1 13.3 13.2 

35 to 39 13.6 14.0 12.8 13.0 

40 to 44 15.9 16.3 14.7 15.6 

45 to 49 14.1 16.1 13.7 15.2 

Marital status 
Currently married 57 .7 60.0 56.0 57.4 

Single 36 .0 24.5 38.1 27.3 

Divorced, separated , widowed 6.2 15.4 5.9 15.4 

Education (highest level completed) 

Less than secondary 20.1 15.7 19.0 15.2 

Secondary 50.0 41 .3 48.0 40.6 

More than secondary 29.9 43.0 33.0 44.3 

Income 
Less than 400 Hrivna 24.9 26.8 21 .5 23.7 

From 400 to 599 Hrivna 23.9 24.1 22.5 23.4 

From 600 to 899 Hrivna 26.6 26.3 27.4 27.2 

More than 900 Hrivna 24.3 22.6 28.3 25.5 

Don't know I Non-Response 0.3 0.1 0.3 0.2 

Employment status 
Employed 62.9 54.8 64.8 55.3 

Unemployed 18.5 23.9 15.7 22.0 

On Maternity Leave 0.0 6.0 0.0 5.6 

Other 18.5 15.2 19.4 17.2 

Number of respondents 4,751 5,554 12,144,167 12,488,947 . 
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Table A4. Comparison of Distribution ofWAPS Respondents with 1999 Reproductive 

Health Survey and 2001 Census Results 

Weighted percentages, WAPS 1999 URHS 2001 Census 

Characteristic Females 15-44 Males 15-49 Females 15-49 Females 15-44 Males 15-49 Females 15-49 

Residence 
Urban 71 .6 69.4 71.8 72.7 66.8 67.1 

Rural 28.4 30 .6 28.2 27.3 33.2 32.9 

Region 
West 22.9 23.2 22.6 16.3 23.0 22.3 

North 17.5 17.4 17.5 12.0 17.4 17.5 

Central 19.1 18.9 19.0 8.7 18.9 19.1 

South 19.3 19.3 19.4 25.6 19.3 19.5 

East 21 .2 21.2 21.4 37.4 21.4 21.6 

Age group 
15 to 19 17.6 16.1 14.9 16.6 16.4 15.2 

20 to 24 17.0 15.4 14.4 16.4 14.5 13.7 

25 to 29 16.0 14.1 13.6 16.6 14.0 13.6 

30 to 34 15.6 13.3 13.2 16.5 13.0 12.9 

35 to 39 15.4 12.8 13.0 17.3 13.7 14.0 

40 to 44 18.4 14.7 15.6 16.5 15.1 15.9 

45 to 49 n/a 13.7 15.2 n/a 13.3 14.7 
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Table AS. Knowledge of Contraception 
Percentage of respondents with knowledge of specific methods of contraception by residence, age, education , and household income 

Method of contrace lion 

Other Female Male 

Any Oral Hormonal Hormonal Barrier Sperm- sterilization: sterilization: Lactational Calendar Any Other Weighted 

Characteristic methods Hormonals IUD injection Implant Condom Methods icides tubectomy vasectomy Amenorrhia Withdrawal method Douching Abstinence Methods N= 

Married women ages 15-49 99.8 72.7 90.6 14.8 7.1 97.6 41 .1 50.3 50.1 22.4 38.3 82.4 74.8 67.2 49.4 2.0 7164880 

Residence 
Urban 100.0 78.0 92.0 17.0 8.0 98.0 47.0 57.0 55.0 27.0 41.0 84.0 80.0 72.0 52.0 2.0 4932713 

Rural 99.0 60.0 88.0 9.0 5.0 96.0 27.0 36.0 40.0 12.0 32.0 78.0 64.0 58.0 44.0 1.0 2232167 

Region 
West 100.0 67.4 88.0 11 .7 6.8 97.0 31 .7 39.9 42.5 15.8 28.2 78.3 66.8 58.8 50.0 1.7 1735418 

North 100.0 70.4 88.2 13.4 5.3 98.3 44.8 50.3 48.1 22.8 41.9 89.7 76.7 67.4 54.7 2.1 1239098 

Central 99.1 72.2 92.4 15.6 9.9 98.3 41 .7 51 .7 53.1 23.7 46.9 88.6 77.0 67.3 52.9 1.0 1363769 

South 100.0 75.6 90.2 15.7 6.7 96.3 40.7 53.8 49.8 20.9 41.5 76.9 71.4 71 .3 41.9 1.4 1359445 

East 100.0 78.8 94.4 17.8 6.5 98.3 48.7 58.0 58.3 30.1 36.4 80.3 83.6 73.3 48.0 3.7 1467150 

Age 
15-19 100.0 62.0 81 .0 6.0 7.0 100.0 30.0 53.0 18.0 9.0 11.0 74.0 57.0 57.0 35.0 1.0 101739 

20-24 100.0 73.0 91.0 13.0 6.0 97.0 38.0 48.0 44.0 20.0 35.0 83.0 74.0 59.0 52.0 1.0 706326 

25-29 99.0 73.0 89.0 17.0 11 .0 98.0 42.0 54.0 48.0 23.0 39.0 82.0 74.0 64.0 47.0 1.0 1205551 

30-34 100.0 77.0 92.0 14.0 5.0 98.0 42.0 54.0 51 .0 25.0 40.0 83.0 79.0 72.0 49.0 2.0 1204332 

35-39 100.0 72.0 90.0 18.0 7.0 98.0 41.0 52.0 54.0 22.0 36.0 84.0 75.0 71 .0 52.0 2.0 1213066 

40-44 100.0 74.0 92.0 14.0 6.0 98.0 41.0 48.0 51.0 23.0 41.0 82.0 73.0 66.0 48.0 2.0 1434801 

45-49 100.0 69.0 91.0 14.0 6.0 97.0 42.0 46.0 52.0 22.0 39.0 82.0 75.0 69.0 51 .0 3.0 1299065 

Education 
Less than secondary 100.0 61.0 90.0 8.0 3.0 97.0 30.0 34.0 40.0 12.0 31.0 77.0 61.0 58.0 46.0 2.0 594239 

Secondary 100.0 68.0 88.0 9.0 4.0 97.0 35.0 44.0 46.0 17.0 36.0 81 .0 72.0 64.0 46.0 2.0 3039350 

More than secondary 100.0 79.0 93.0 20.0 10.0 98.0 48.0 58.0 56.0 29.0 42.0 84.0 80.0 71.0 53.0 2.0 3531291 

Income 
Less than 400 Hrivna 100.0 61 .0 87.0 9.0 4.0 96.0 28.0 34.0 38.0 12.0 32.0 79.0 64.0 58.0 40.0 1.0 1318815 

From 400 to 599 Hrivna 100.0 69.0 91 .0 12.0 5.0 98.0 38.0 47.0 49.0 21.0 35:o 79.0 75.0 64.0 49.0 1.0 1600026 

From 600 to 899 Hrivna 100.0 74.0 92.0 16.0 8.0 97.0 42.0 52.0 53.0 23.0 39.0 82.0 77.0 70.0 50.0 2.0 2105550 

More than 900 Hrivna 100.0 81 .0 92.0 19.0 10.0 99.0 51.0 62.0 56.0 30.0 45.0 87.0 79.0 73.0 55.0 3.0 2127873 

Note: Safe period method, or periodic abstinence, also referred to as the calendar method, rhythm, temperature method, and by other names. 

Note: Oral hormonals include contraceptive pill and emergency contraceptives. 
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Table AS. Knowledge of Contraception 

Percentage of respondents with knowledge of specific methods of contraception by reside nce , age, education , and household income 

Method of contraception 

Other Female Male 

Any Oral Hormonal Hormonal Barrier Sperm- sterilization: sterilization: Lactational Calendar Any Other Weighted 

Characteristic methods Hormonals IUD injection Implant Condom Methods icides tubectomy vasectomy Amenorrhia Withdrawal method Douching Abstinence Methods N= 

All women ages 15-49 99.8 70.9 86.5 14.1 6.4 97 .8 37.0 48.7 44.8 21 .0 31.9 75.0 69.3 61 .5 48.6 1.6 12144167 

Residence 

Urban 100.0 75.1 87.4 16.2 7.3 98.4 42.0 53.6 48.2 25.0 34.0 76.3 73.0 64.9 50.8 1.9 8425485 

Rural 99.3 60.1 84.3 8.7 4.2 96.4 24.3 36.1 36.0 10.7 26.5 71 .6 60.0 52.7 43.0 1.0 3718682 

Region 
West 99.8 64.0 82.8 10.7 5.9 96.8' 28.2 37.9 36.6 13.4 23.3 71.0 62.1 50.7 47.7 1.4 2821629 

North 100.0 72.0 87.4 13.8 6.2 98.8 42.0 51 .2 43.8 21 .7 36.3 82.8 71 .7 63.9 55.1 1.4 2112542 

Central 99.2 69.8 88.4 14.7 8.5 98.0 39.0 50.2 47.3 22.8 39.4 80.1 71 .0 63.4 51.4 1.1 2291194 

South 99.7 72.7 84.2 14.6 . 5.9 97.1 34.2 51 .9 45.1 19.8 32.7 68.6 64.8 63.8 41.1 1.5 2341134 

East 100.0 76.6 90.2 16.9 5.8 98.6 43.0 53.9 51 .7 27.8 29.7 73.9 77.6 66.9 48.6 2.7 2577668 

Age 
15-19 99.6 59.3 65.9 6.2 2.4 98.1 17.6 35.5 19.0 9.6 6.8 48.0 42.9 35.0 36.4 0.4 1949830 

20-24 99.9 71 .5 87.8 14.9 6.5 97.7 33.8 50.1 39.0 19.1 26.5 72.6 68.1 55.1 48.8 1.3 1865496 

25-29 99.4 74.0 88.0 17.6 10.8 98.1 42.1 54.7 49.2 24.1 36.7 80.4 73.6 64.3 50.7 1.5 1707005 

30-34 99.9 77.2 92.4 15.3 6.6 97.8 43.2 55.7 51 .8 26.6 40.8 83.5 79.0 72.5 . 52.9 2.0 1619808 

35-39 99.7 71.7 89.6 19.0 8.6 97.9 42.4 53.9 54.3 23.0 38.0 82.4 74.2 70.9 52.5 2.2 1548389 

40-44 100.0 73.2 92.0 13.9 5.6 98.2 41.3 47.8 50.4 22.8 38.5 79.4 75.2 65.9 49.2 1.9 1787908 

45-49 99.8 70.4 90.9 12.9 5.4 97.0 40.3 45.5 51.5 22.6 37.4 80.6 74.1 68.7 50.6 2.2 1665731 

Education 
Less than secondary 99.6 57.8 72.5 7.0 2.6 97.2 20.6 32.1 26.5 10.1 16.5 55.9 48.7 43.7 41.1 1.5 2308227 

Secondary 99.8 68.7 87.3 10.0 3.9 97.6 32.6 45.1 42.5 16.6 29.8 76.1 68.7 59.9 45.8 1.4 ' 5824577 

More than secondary 99.8 77.4 90.6 20.4 10.0 98.2 46.7 57.7 53.1 28.7 39.0 80.4 77.0 69.0 53.7 1.9 4011364 

Income 
Less than 400 Hrivna 99.4 62.2 82.4 10.3 3.5 96.5 27.6 37.1 35.9 12.7 25.5 70.4 60.5 53.6 . 39.9 0.8 2606205 

From 400 to 599 Hrivna 100.0 68.1 86.2 12.2 4.6 98.0 33.3 45.3 44.0 19.7 29.9 71.9 68.5 59.7 47.7 1.3 2727895 

From 600 to 899 Hrivna 100.0 72.8 87.3 14.4 7.3 97.9 39.1 50.5 46.6 21.9 32.7 75.5 72.2 63.5 49.3 2.0 3331708 

More than 900 Hrivna 99.8 79.6 89.9 19.3 10.0 98.8 47.1 60.8 52.0 28.9 38.8 81 .7 75.4 68.4 56.6 2.3 3440342 

Note: Other barrier methods include diaphragm, cervical cap, female condom. 

Note: Safe period method, or periodic abstinence, also referred to as the calendar method, rhythm, temperature method, and by other names. 

Note: Oral hormonals include contraceptive pill and emergency contraceptives. 
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Table AS. Knowledge of Contraception 

Percentage of respondents with knowledge of specific methods of contraception by residence, age, education, and household income 

Method of contraception 

Other Female Male 

Any Oral Hormonal Hormonal Barrier Sperm- sterilization: sterilization: Lactational Calendar Any Other Weighted 

Characteristic methods Hormonals IUD injection Implant Condom Methods icides tubectomy vasectomy Amenorrhia Withdrawal method Douching Abstinence Methods N= 

Men ages 15-49 99.9 54.6 65.0 6.5 3.4 99.1 18.9 29.8 22.9 19.2 12.8 78.7 39.7 30.0 47.3 1.2 12144167 

Residence 

Urban 100.0 58.7 67.5 7.7 4.1 99.4 21.7 33.7 25.5 22.7 13.1 80.1 42.0 32.9 50.3 1.4 8425485 

Rural 99.7 45.1 59.4 3.9 1.8 98.5 12.5 21 .0 16.8· 11.3 12.3 75.7 34.6 23.4 •40.5 0.8 3718682 

Region 
West 99.9 50.8 58.1 5.9 2.6 99.0 15.0 22.6 16.5 12.1 9.3 79.0 38.4 22.2 45.0 1.0 2821629 

North 99.9 54.1 67.9 7.6 5.5 99.2 21 .3 33.9 25.6 23.0 16.8 82.5 44.9 39.3 53.7 0.9 2112542 

Central 99.6 52.3 68.1 6.5 2.4 98.4 17.4 29.4 23.3 17.9 14.6 79.4 37.8 28.3 47.9 0.3 2291194 

South 100.0 59.1 61.5 7.4 3.9 99.2 18.2 32.2 21.9 20.5 13.3 73.6 35.5 30.4 42.3 1.1 2341134 

East 100.0 57.0 70.8 5.5 3.0 99.8 23.0 32.5 27.9 23.8 11.5 79.5 42.6 32.2 48.4 2.5 2577668 

Age 
15-19 99.9 46.4 38.4 3.9 1.4 99.2 9.0 21 .8 10.7 10.5 3.6 58.0 19.7 13.5 39.4 0.6 1949830 

20-24 99.9 55.7 57.4 7.7 4.3 99.1 18.3 33.0 18.0 19.8 10.1 78.0 34.6 24.5 45.6 1.8 1865496 

25-29 100.0 58.0 66.6 5.9 3.7 99.4 19.9 33.1 23.1 21.8 13.0 81 .5 41.4 31.2 47.6 1.2 1707005 

30-34 99.8 61.7 76.4 8.6 5.0 98.7 22.4 34.7 28.3 21.4 19.1 84.3 45.8 35.9 48.0 0.5 1619808 

35-39 99.8 57.7 73.3 7.7 2.8 98.4 21.2 31.7 27.0 20.8 13.4 82.9 48.5 33.8 49.4 1.3 1548389 

40-44 100.0 55.0 77.1 6.1 2.9 99.9 22.1 30.7 28.0 21.0 15.7 86.4 47.6 40.3 51.5 1.2 1787908 

45-49 99.9 49.0 71.6 6.2 3.8 99.0 21.1 24.6 27.6 20.5 17.0 83.5 44.8 34.1 50.9 1.7 1665731 

Education 
Less than secondary 99.9 43.9 44.6 3.7 1.3 98.5 11.5 22.2 13.0 11.7 7.2 66.7 25.3 17.7 39.4 1.0 2308227 

Secondary 99.9 53.8 65.1 5.1 2.2 99.3 16.0 26.5 21 .4 16.2 13.0 80.3 38.6 28.7 47.3 1.0 5824577 

More than secondary 99.9 61.8 76.8 10.2 6.4 99.2 27.4 38.9 30.6 27.9 15.9 83.4 49.6 39.1 51.8 1.6 4011364 

Income 
Less than 400 Hrivna 99.8 42.5 55.0 4.3 2.1 98.8 10.8 20.9 15.2 11 .8 8.1 72.9 30.0 23.5 38.3 0.8 2606205 

From 400 to 599 Hrivna 100.0 50.3 61.2 5.8 2.3 99.3 16.6 27.5 21 .7 17.9 14.2 76.3 39.6 28.6 44.6 1.1 2727895 

From 600 to 899 Hrivna 100.0 55.5 67.6 6.5 3.6 99.1 19.2 28.1 23.7 19.5 14.8 81.4 42.5 31 .2 47.0 1.1 3331708 

More than 900 Hrivna 99.8 66.0 73.3 8.7 4.9 99.2 26.5 39.8 28.8 25.6 13.4 82.9 44.7 35.0 56.5 . 1.7 3440342 

Note: Other barrier methods include diaphragm, cervical cap, female condom. 

Note: Safe period method, or periodic abstinence, also referred to as the calendar method, rhythm, temperature method, and by other names. 

Note: Oral hormonals include contraceptive pill and emergency contraceptives. 
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Table A6. Comparison of Knowledge of Contraception, 1999 and 2004 

Percentage of respondents with knowledge of specific methods of contraception, 

all women ages 15-44 based on the 1999 URHS and the 2004 WAPS 

Method 1999 URHS 2004 WAPS 

Oral Hormonals 90.1 73.9 
IUD 95.9 85.8 

lnjectables 48 14.3 

Implant 18 6.6 

Condom 98.7 98.0 

Other barrier methods 57 .8 36.4 
Spermicides 60 .2 49.3 

Female Sterlization: Tubal Ligation 67 .2 43.6 

Male Sterilization: Vasectomy 45.4 20.7 
LAM NA 30.9 

Withdrawal 88.2 74 .0 

Calendar method, periodic abstinence 81 .9 68.5 
Douching NA 60.2 

Any method 99.6 99.8 

Any modern method 99.6 99.1 

Any traditional method 92.3 89.6 

Number of women in sample 7128 4658 

Note: Oral hormonals include contraceptive pill and emergency contraceptives. 
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Table A7. Ever Use of Contraception 
Percentage of respondents reporting ever using any method of contraception 

Respondent group 

Married women ages 15-49 
All women ages 15-49 
Men, ages 15-49 
All women ages 16-44 

URHS 1999, Women ages 15-44 

Ever used 
any method 

88.3 
76 .0 
78.8 
73.6 

74.2 

Note: 1999 URHS table 7.4 provides method-specific percentages ever-using for women ages 15-44 
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Table A8. Current Use of Contraception 

Percentage of respondents currently using specific methods of contraception by residence, age, education, and household income 

Modern Methods Traditional Methods 

Lactational Calendar 

Characteristic 
Anyl Oral 

methods Hormonals 

Other 
Barrier 

IUD Condom Methods 
Sperm

icides 
Female 

sterilization Amenorrhia Withdrawal method Douching Abstinence 

Married women ages 15-49 

Residence 
Urban 
Rural 

Region 
West 
North 
Central 
South 
East 

Age 
15-19 
20-24 
25-29 
30-34 
35-39 
40-44 
45-49 

Education 
Less than secondary 

Secondary 
More than secondary 

Income 
Less than 400 Hrivna 

From 400 to 599 Hrivna 

From 600 to 899 Hrivna 

More than 900 Hrivna 

68.4 

68.6 
68.2 

60.0 
67.2 
73.4 
73.0 
70.6 

54.6 
56.8 
72.5 
77.6 
77.0 
69.7 
54.2 

66.0 
67.2 
69.9 

65.0 
69.2 
71.5 
67.2 

6.0 

6.8 
4.0 

4.5 
4.0 
4.9 

10.8 
5.7 

6.5 
5.7 
8.0 
8.3 
7.4 
4.8 
1.9 

2.5 
4.4 
7.8 

3.3 
4.6 
7.3 
7.3 

19.3 

18.4 
21.4 

13.4 
11 .6 
28.1 
21 .7 
22.4 

2.2 
11.1 
18.7 
25.8 
23.1 
20.9 
14.4 

22.0 
20.0 
18.3 

17.6 
19.9 
20.6 
18.8 

18.6 

19.3 
16.9 

16.7 
22.2 
18.2 
15.1 
21.4 

30.5 
23 .3 
21 .6 
20.4 
19.1 
16.0 
13.1 

19.9 
18.0 
18.9 

16.5 
17.8 
20.5 
18.6 

0.1 

0.1 
0.1 

0.2 

0.1 

0.1 

0.1 

0.2 
0.2 

0.2 

0.1 
0.1 
0.1 

2.2 

2.7 
1.0 

1.5 
1.6 
2.3 
3.1 
2.4 

1.2 
3.4 
2.3 
2.0 
2.2 
1.6 

0.8 
1.9 
2.6 

1.1 
1.3 
2.6 
3.1 

0.8 

0.7 
0.9 

0.5 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
0.7 

0.5 
1.5 
0.9 
0.7 
0.6 

0.4 
0.9 
0.7 

0.7 
1.0 
0.4 
0.9 

0.3 

0.3 
0.2 

0.2 
0.1 
0.4 
0.5 
0.2 

1.1 
0.9 

0.2 

0.2 
0.3 
0.3 

0.2 
0.3 
0.2 
0.4 

10.0 

8.5 
13.1 

13.7 
13.3 

9.4 
6.5 
6.3 

7.4 
8.1 

10.4 
9.1 
9.9 

12.3 
9.0 

12.7 
11.4 

8.2 

14.7 
11.4 

8.2 
7.7 

Note: Safe period method, or periodic abstinence, also referred to as the calendar method, rhythm, temperature method, and by other names. 

Note: Oral hormonals include contraceptive pill and emergency contraceptives. 

7.9 

8.4 
6.9 

7.3 
9.9 
5.0 
9.0 
8.5 

2.0 
5.8 
5.9 
7.4 

10.8 
7.6 
9.5 

4.6 
6.6 
9.6 

7.4 
8.5 
7.6 
8.1 

3.1 

3.1 
3.1 

1.5 
3.4 
3.7 
5.1 
2.3 

6.0 
0.6 
2.5 
2.5 
3.2 
4.8 
3.4 

2.0 
3.2 
3.2 

3.1 
3.8 
3.5 
2.2 

0.3 

0.2 
0.6 

0.5 
0.2 
0.3 

0.3 

0.1 
0.3 
0.5 
0.1 
0.6 

0.4 
0.4 
0.1 

0.2 
0.4 
0.5 
0.1 

Any 
Other 

Methods 

0.1 

0.1 
0.0 

0.1 

0.2 

0.2 

0.1 

0.5 
0.0 

0.0 
0.1 

Sample 
Size 
N= 

3,338 

2,010 
1,328 

943 
505 
676 
648 
566 

38 
284 
540 
577 
586 
691 
622 

320 
1,450 
1,568 
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Table AS. Current Use of Contraception 

Percentage of respondents currently using specific methods of contraception by residence, age, education, and household income 

Modern Methods Traditional Methods 

Lactational Calendar 

Characteristic 
Anyl Oral 

methods Hormonals 

Other 
Barrier 

IUD Condom Methods 
Sperm

icides 
Female 

sterilization Amenorrhia Withdrawal method Douching Abstinence 

All women ages 15-49 

Residence 
Urban 
Rural 

Region 
West 
North 
Central 
South 
East 

Age 
15-19 
20-24 
25-29 
30-34 
35-39 
40-44 
45-49 

Education 
Less than secondary 
Secondary 
More than secondary 

Income 
Less than 400 Hrivna 
From 400 to 599 Hrivna 
From 600 to 899 Hrivna 
More than 900 Hrivna 

52.6 

52.6 
52.7 

44.8 
52.0 
53.1 
56.8 
57.1 

21 .9 
48.9 
64.7 
66.9 
67.1 
59.2 
43.7 

31.9 
53.8 
58.6 

46.0 
51 .6 
56.0 
56.3 

5.1 

5.7 
3.5 

4.0 
4.1 
3.9 
8.2 
5.2 

1.7 
5.8 
8.2 
7.6 
5.9 
5.1 
1.9 

1.5 
4.1 
7.1 

3.2 
4.4 
6.1 
6.3 

13.0 • 

12.2 
15.0 

.9.7 
7.9 

17.7 
14.0 
15.7 

0.2 
5.7 

14.9 
21.9 
21 .0 
17.9 
11 .3 

8.8 
13.5 
14.0 

10.9 
13.0 
14.2 
13.8 

17.6 

18.3 
15.6 

13.7 
20.1 
16.5 
17.3 
20.8 

16.2 
26.6 
20.9 
18.2 
16.8 
14.4 
10.7 

12.4 
18.2 
18.7 

16.8 
16.2 
18.5 
18.6 

0.1 

0.1 
0.0 

0.1 

0.1 

0.1 

0.2 

0.1 
0.1 

0.1 

0.1 
0.1 
0.1 

2.0 

2.3 
1.0 

1.1 
1.5 
2.0 
2.6 
2.6 

0.3 
1.9 
3.9 
2.2 
2.5 
1.9 
1.3 

0.7 
1.8 
2.5 

1.2 
1.6 
2.1 
2.9 

0.5 

0.4 
0.6 

0.3 
0.5 
0.5 
0.5 
0.5 

0.4 
1.1 
0.8 
0.5 
0.4 

0.1 
0.5 
0.5 

0.3 
0.6 
0.3 
0.6 

0.2 

0.2 
0.1 

0.1 
0.1 
0.2 
0.3 
0.1 

0.4 
0.6 

0.1 

0.1 
0.2 
0.2 

0.1 
0.2 
0.1 
0.3 

Note: Other barrier methods include diaphragm, cervical cap, female condom. Other methods includes emergency contraception. 

6.8 

5.7 
9.4 

9.5 
8.8 
6.4 
4.4 
4.6 

2.1 
5.1 
8.5 
7.3 
7.9 
9.3 
7.3 

5.0 
8.1 
6.2 

7.5 
7.5 
6.1 
6.0 

Note: Safe period method, or periodic abstinence, also referred to as the calendar method, rhythm, temperature method, and by other names. 

Note: Oral hormonals include contraceptive pill and emergency contraceptives. 

5.2 

5.4 
4.8 

4.9 
6.8 
3.2 
5.7 
5.4 

1.0 
2.9 
5.0 
6.1 
8.5 
6.2 
7.0 

2.2 
4.5 
6.9 

3.9 
5.2 
5.7 
6.0 

2.2 

2.1 
2.2 

1.0 
2.0 
2.3 
3.8 
1.8 

0.5 
0.4 
1.8 
2.2 
3.0 
3.7 
3.4 

0.8 
2.5 
2.3 

1.9 
2.5 
2.5 
1.7 

0.2 

0.1 
0.4 

0.4 
0.1 
0.2 

0.2 

0.1 
0.3 
0.4 
0.1 
0.4 

0.1 
0.3 
0.1 

0.1 
0.2 
0.3 
0.0 

Any 
Other 

Methods 

0.0 

0.0 
0.0 

0.0 

0.1 

0.2 

0.0 

0.2 
0.0 

0.0 
0.1 

Sample 
Size 
N= 

5,553 

3,538 
2,015 

1,499 
847 

1,101 
1,093 
1,013 

727 
701 
765 
784 
779 
902 
895 

871 
2,294 
2,388 

1,486 
1,339 
1,462 
1,255 
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Table AS. Current Use of Contraception 

Percentage of respondents currently using specific methods of contraception by residence, age, education, and household income 

I 
·Modern Methods Traditional Methods 

Other Any Sample 

An~~ Oral Barrier Sperm- Female Lactational Calendar Other Size 

Characteristic methods Hormonals IUD Condom Methods icides sterilization Amenorrhia Withdrawal method Douching Abstinence Methods N= 

All Men Ages 15-49 61 .8 3.8 10.3 34.0 1.1 0.3 0.2 7.3 3.4 1.1 0.2 0.1 4,746 

Residence 
Urban 63.3 4.6 10.3 35.7 1.2 0.3 0.2 6.1 3.7 1.1 0.1 0.0 2,820 

Rural 58.3 1.9 10.5 30.2 0.7 0.4 0.1 10.1 2.9 1.3 0.3 0.1 1,926 

Region 
West 50.1 2.2 7.0 25.1 1.0 0.2 0.2 10.2 3.4 0.7 0.3 1,360 

North 60.7 2.7 6.7 35.4 0.5 0.4 0.1 10.3 3.5 1.0 0.1 0.0 731 

Central 63.7 3.5 14.6 32.7 1.3 0.6 0.2 7.2 2.2 1.4 0.1 957 

South 67.8 6.2 11.0 39.0 1.3 0.2 0.2 4.0 4.2 1.6 0.2 850 

East 68.1 4.3 12.5 39.4 1.2 0.4 0.3 4.8 3.7 1.2 0.1 0.2 848 

Age 
15-19 28.1 0.5 0.2 26.8 0.1 0.2 0.4 0.1 756 

20-24 66.5 2.4 2.5 56 .0 0.5 4.1 0.6 0.3 0.1 616 

25-29 65.3 3.6 5.2 41 .8 1.0 0.2 0.9 7.0 4.3 1.1 0.2 629 

30-34 76.5 7.5 17.1 34.9 . 1.1 0.7 0.2 11.1 2.8 1.0 674 

35-39 73.4 7.3 20.3 28.0 1.1 0.2 7.8 6.0 2.6 0.2 644 

40-44 69.5 3.7 15.8 26.8 2.7 0.9 11 .9 6.1 1.3 0.3 0.0 757 

45-49 58.7 2.4 14.4 22.6 0.9 0.6 10.6 4.5 2.1 0.5 0.1 670 

Education 
Less than secondary 39.4 1.7 4.0 26.0 0.2 0.1 4.7 2.3 0.4 954 

Secondary 63.7 3.2 10.8 34.8 1.1 0.3 0.2 8.6 2.8 1.4 0.2 0.1 2,372 

More than secondary 71 .8 5.7 13.2 37.4 1.5 0.5 0.2 7.0 4.9 1.2 0.2 0.1 1,420 

Income 
Less than 400 Hrivna 54.5 2.5 6.4 31.1 0.6 0.2 0.1 9.5 3.0 0.9 0.2 1,182 

From 400 to 599 Hrivna 60.4 2.3 10.1 34.3 0.8 0.3 0.1 7.6 3.1 1.4 0.2 0.1 1 '135 

From 600 to 899 Hrivna 62.9 4.9 11 .6 31.6 1.5 0.4 0.3 7.1 3.9 1.5 0.2 0.0 1,263 

More than 900 Hrivna 67.4 4.8 12.3 38.2 1.2 0.4 0.2 5.7 3.6 0.8 0.1 0.1 1,150 

Note: Other barrier methods include diaphragm, cervical cap, female condom. Other methods includes emergency contraception. 

Note: Safe period method, or periodic abstinence, also referred to as the calendar method, rhythm, temperature method, and by other names. 

Note: Oral hormonals include contraceptive pill and emergency contraceptives. 
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Table A9. Unmet Need for Family Planning Methods 

Percent distribution of respondents who need access to a modern family planning method 

Married women All women All men ages 

Characteristic 15-49 ages 15-49 15-49 

Ukraine 28.5 18.4 15.2 

Residence 
Urban 26.6 16.7 13.8 

Rural 32.6 22.6 18.3 

Region 
West 34.8 22.9 19.2 

North 34 .0 22.5 18.9 

Central 25 .8 16.5 14.1 

South 24.8 16.0 12.0 

East 22.1 14.1 11 .5 

Age 
15-19 11 .9 1.0 0.8 

20-24 7.9 4.0 1.5 

25-29 15.3 12.2 6.9 

30-34 21.2 16.7 .13.1 

35-39 32.5 26.0 20.2 

40-44 38.9 32.2 30.8 

45-49 44.6 35.4 36.4 

Education 
Less than secondary 28.3 9.9 8.0 

Secondary 31 .9 21 .5 17.3 

More than secondary 25.5 18.5 16.2 

Income 
Less than 400 Hrivna 35.2 19.3 18.1 

From 400 to 599 Hrivna 32.0 19.3 16.9 

From 600 to 899 Hrivna 26.2 18.1 15.1 

More than 900 Hrivna 24.0 17.0 11 .8 
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Table A10. Unmet Need for Any Family Planning Methods 

Percent distribution of respondents who need access to any family planning method 

Married women All women ages All men ages 

Characteristic 15-49 15-49 15-49 

Ukraine 12.7 8.5 7.4 

Residence 
Urban 12.2 8.0 6.9 

Rural 13.9 10.0 8.6 

Region 
West 18.0 12.1 9.9 

North 13.5 9.7 9.2 

Central 10.2 6.9 6.6 

South 10.2 6.8 5.6 

East 10.3 6.7 5.7 

Age 
15-19 7.8 0.8 0.5 

20-24 2.5 1.6 1.3 

25-29 4.8 4.4 1.9 

30-34 7.7 6.5 5.3 

35-39 12.5 9.8 7.6 

40-44 17.4 15.2 15.0 

45-49 25.5 20.1 22.0 

Education 
Less than secondary 12.5 4.6 3.6 

Secondary 14.2 9.8 8.5 

More than secondary 11.4 8.7 8.1 

Income 
Less than 400 Hrivna 15.9 9.8 8.8 

From 400 to 599 Hrivna 13.7 8.4 9.0 

From 600 to 899 Hrivna 11 .3 7.5 7.0 

More than 900 Hrivna 11.5 8.6 5.7 
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Table A 11. Counseling 
Percentage of respondents who received counseling by source of counseling and current method used 

Method of contrace tion 

Other 

Any Oral Barrier Sperm-

Source of counseling Counseling Hormonals IUD Condom Methods icides 

Married women ages 15-49 65.5 93.9 98.2 20.2 74.4 83.6 

Public source 
Women's consultation center- public 32.6 71 .0 74.5 13.6 42.2 50.1 

Maternity hospital or obstetric department- public 4.1 5.3 10.4 2.3 3.3 

Family planning and human reproduction center 0.1 0.1 0.5 

Public clinic 0.9 1.9 1.8 0.7 1.1 

Public policlinic gynecological office 9.9 14.4 24.2 4.8 32.2 12.8 

Rural ambulatory 0.6 1.6 0.4 

Rural Feldsher-obstetrician point 1.6 1.7 4.0 1.2 0.8 

Public doctor 0.2 0.4 0.2 

Youth friendly clinics 0.1 0.8 

Private source 
Women's consultation center- private 2.3 6.5 3.5 1.4 10.7 

Maternity hospital or obstetric department- private 0.3 0.7 0.7 1.1 

Private clinic/physician 0.5 2.6 0.5 3.4 

Private doctor 0.1 0.1 0.1 

Pharmacy, pharmaceutical kiosk 2.2 6.8 1.5 2.3 19.5 

Other source 0.1 0.2 

Note: Other barrier methods include diaphragm, cervical cap, female condom. 

Note: Safe period method, or periodic abstinence, also referred to as the calendar method, rhythm, temperature method, and by other names. 

Note: Percentages will not add to 100 because multiple sources may have been mentioned, and only current users of a method are listed. 

Note: Oral hormonals include contraceptive pill and emergency contraceptives. 

Sample 
Population N 

= 

1528 
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Table A 11. Counseling 
Percentage of respondents who received counseling by source of counseling and current method used 

Method of contraception 

Other 

Any Oral Barrier Sperm-

Source of counseling Counseling Hormonals IUD Condom Methods icides 

All women ages 15-49 60.1 88.7 98.0 20.9 78.4 84.7 

Public source 
Women's consultation center- public 30.2 65.1 73.7 10.9 51 .3 52.0 

Maternity hospital or obstetric department - public 3.4 3.6 9.8 1.5 2.8 

Family planning and human reproduction center 0.2 0.7 0.0 0.4 

Public clinic 1.0 1.5 1.9 0.8 1.8 

Public policlinic gynecological office 8.9 14.8 23.8 3.5 27.1 10.7 

Rural ambulatory 0.5 1.6 0.3 

Rural Feldsher-obstetrician point 1.3 1.8 3.6 0.7 1.0 

Public doctor 0.2 0.3 0.1 1.3 

Youth friendly clinics 0.1 0.5 0.2 

Private source 
Women's consultation center- private 3.4 6.7 3.6 4.4 9.7 

Maternity hospital or obstetric department - private 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.7 

Private clinic/physician 0.5 2.6 0.5 0.1 2.2 

Private doctor 0.1 0.3 0.2 

Pharmacy, pharmaceutical kiosk 2.3 6.7 1.6 1.9 16.1 

Other source 0.3 0.2 0.5 2.0 

Note: Other barrier methods include diaphragm, cervical cap, female condom. 

Note: Safe period method , or periodic abstinence, also referred to as the calendar method, rhythm, temperature method, and by other names. 

Note: Percentages will not add to 100 because multiple sources may have been mentioned, and only current users of a method are listed. 

Note: Oral hormonals include contraceptive pill and emergency contraceptives. 

Sample 
Population N 

= 

2086 
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Table A11. Counseling 
Percentage of respondents who received counseling by source of counseling and current method used 

Method of contraception 

Other 

Any Oral Barrier Sperm-

Source of counseling Counseling Hormonals IUD Condom Methods icides 

Men ages 15-49 37.5 87.9 96.8 12.5 81.9 

Public source 
Women's consultation center- public 19.0 64.0 71 .3 4.4 42.6 

Maternity hospital or obstetric department- public 1.6 3.1 7.1 0.5 1.2 

Family planning and human reproduction center 0.5 0.7 0.8 

Public clinic 0.7 1.4 1.9 0.6 

Public policlinic gynecological office 5.3 11.1 23.0 1.1 8.4 

Rural ambulatory 0.4 1.1 0.3 

Rural Feldsher-obstetrician point 1.2 1.9 3.4 0.9 1.6 

Public doctor 0.2 0.4 0.3 

Youth friendly clinics 0.1 1.1 0.1 

Private source 
Women's consultation center- private 1.7 5.8 5.3 0.7 5.4 

Maternity hospital or obstetric department - private 0.2 0.7 0.0 1.8 

Private clinic/physician 0.4 2.5 0.4 2.9 

Private doctor 0.1 0.2 0.1 

Pharmacy, pharmaceutical kiosk 3.1 6.9 1.9 3.7 21.2 

Other source 0.4 0.7 

Note: Other barrier methods include diaphragm, cervical cap, female condom. 

Note: Safe period method, or periodic abstinence, also referred to as the calendar method, rhythm, temperature method, and by other names. 

Note: Percentages will not add to 100 because multiple sources may have been mentioned, and only current users of a method are listed. 

Note: Oral hormonals include contraceptive pill and emergency contraceptives. 

Sample 
Population N 

= 

2243 
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Table A 12. Source of Information 
Percentage of respondents by sources of information about contraception 

Married women All women All men ages 

Type or source of information ages 15-49 ages 15-49 15-49 

Source mentioned * 

Health workers 72.0 63.5 23.7 

Educational system 8.9 13.4 11.4 

Family/parents/friends 71.2 74.8 82.6 

Partner 39.1 31.7 41.2 

Mass media 73.0 73.4 74.9 

Other 3.4 3.2 3.5 

Non-response 0.1 0.1 0.1 

Most important source 

Health workers 51.1 43.4 12.2 

Educational system 0.6 2.0 2.3 

Family/parents/friends 15.0 21 .1 31.6 

Partner 11 .3 8.7 19.9 

Mass media 21.3 23.2 31.8 

Other 0.4 0.4 0.5 

Non-response 0.3 1.2 1.6 
100.0 100.0 100.0 

Note: Percentages for source mentioned may add to more than 100 because multiple sources may have been mentioned. 
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Table A 13. Source of Supply 
Percent distribution of users of modern methods of contraception by source of supply and residence 

__ , _ , .. ,,_. , __ .. _ .. _ .. ·- ·-c d 5-49 

All Modern Oral Sperm-

Source of supply Methods• Hormonals IUD Condom icides 

Ukraine Contraceptive 
Prevalence Rate .. 46.9 6.0 19.3 18.6 2.2 

Type of source 
Public 17.6 7.3 59.3 1.8 7.9 

Private 81 .8 92.7 40.7 98.0 92.1 

Mixed 0.6 . - 0.2 -
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Public source 
Women's Consultation Center 17.2 5.4 37.8 0.9 7.9 

Maternity Hospital or 
Obstetric Department 2.2 - 5.0 0.2 -
Family Planning and 
Human Reproduction Centers - - - - -
Public Clinic 0.6 0.5 1.2 0.1 -
Public Policlinic 
Gynecological Office 6.3 0.5 14.8 - -
Rural Ambulatory 0.5 - - - -
Rural Feldscher-
Obstretician Point - 1.0 0.2 0.6 -
Public Doctor 0.1 - 0.4 - -

Youth Friendly Clinics - - - - -

Private source 
Women's Consultation 
Center- Private 1.2 0.8 2.2 - 2.8 

Maternity Hospital or 
Obstetric Department- Private 0.1 - 0.2 - -
Private Clinic/Physician 0.4 0.7 0.8 - -
Private Doctor 0.1 - 0.2 - -

Pharmacy, Pharmaceutical 

Kiosk, Commercial Kiosk, 
Store/Supermarket 71 .1 91 .2 37.3 97.5 89.3 

Other source 
Family 0.5 - - 0.2 -
Other 0.1 - - - -

Don't Know/Non-Response 0.5 - - 0.5 -
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Number of Respondents 1527 188 677 596 63 

• Details for some modern methods not shown due to small sample sizes and space limitations. 

•• Contraceptive Prevalance Rates are included here for reader's reference 

Note: Oral hormonals include contraceptive pill and emergency contraceptives. 

. ... ··-···-· · - -- ·- ·-All 15-4 . ..... , _, ___ ._,_ All 15-49 

All Modern Oral Sperm- All Modern Oral Sperm-

Methods• Hormonals IUD Condom icides Methods• Hormonals IUD Condom icides 

38.1 5.1 13.0 17.6 2.0 49.5 3.8 10.3 34.0 1.1 

22.8 6.7 59.9 1.7 7.3 13.3 6.9 57.1 1.3 8.6 

76.2 93.3 40.1 97.1 91 .2 85.6 93.1 42.4 98.1 91.4 

1.0 - - 1.2 1.5 1.1 - 0.6 0.6 -
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

14.6 5.0 38.5 0.8 6.0 8.1 4.4 35.2 0.4 7.4 

1.7 - 4.7 0.1 - 1.1 - 4.4 0.2 1.2 

0.1 - - 0.2 - 0.3 - - - -
0.6 0.3 1.4 0.1 - 3.2 - 0.8 0.1 -

5.2 0.3 14.7 - - 0.5 0.6 "14.9 -

0.5 - - 0.1 - 0.1 - - 0.1 

- 1.1 0.1 0.5 - - 1.8 0.3 0.3 -
0.2 - 0.5 - 1.3 0.2 - 0.4 - -I 

- - - - - - - - 0.2 -

1.0 1.0 2.2 - 2.9 0.6 2.6 2.2 

0.0 - 0.1 - - 0.0 0.2 

0.6 0.8 1.1 0.3 - 0.3 0.7 0.7 0.1 

0.1 - 0.4 - - 0.0 0.2 

74.3 91 .5 36.3 96.0 88.2 84.7 90.9 37.9 98.0 89.2 

0.5 - - 1.0 0.9 0.5 - 0.2 0.6 -
0.1 - - 0.1 0.6 0.1 - 0.4 0.1 -

0.4 - - 0.9 - 0.5 1.6 1.7 - -
100.0 100.0 . 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

2085 278 788 920 95 2242 164 518 1508 52 
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Table A13. Source of Supply 
Percent distribution of users of modern methods of contraception by source of supply and residence 

c ~ ~ ~ 
~ ~ - .. -

All Modern Oral Sperm-

Source of supply Methods* Hormonals IUD Condom icides 

Urban Contraceptive 
Prevalence Rate .. 47.3 6.7 18.4 19.3 2.7 

Type of source 
Public 16.2 7.0 59.4 1.0 5.4 

Private 83.2 93.0 40.6 98.8 94.6 

Mixed 0.6 - - 0.2 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Public source 
Women's Consultation Center 11 .0 6.4 40.7 0.6 5.4 

Maternity Hospital or 
Obstetric Department 0.9 4.0 0.2 

Family Planning and 
Human Reproduction Centers 0.1 - - - -

Public Clinic 0.3 1.0 0.2 

Public Policlinic 
Gynecological Office 3.4 0.6 13.2 -
Rural Ambulatory - - - - -

Rural Feldscher-
Obstretician Point 0.0 - - - -

Public Doctor 0.2 0.5 -
Youth Friendly Clinics 0.1 - - - -

Private source 
Women's Consultation 
Center- Private 0.9 1.1 2.6 3.3 

Maternity Hospital or 
Obstetric Department- Private 0.0 - - - -

Private Clinic/Physician 0.4 0.9 1.0 

Private Doctor 0. 1 0.3 

Pharmacy, Pharmaceutical 
Kiosk, Commercial Kiosk, 
Store/Supermarket 81.3 91 .1 36.7 98.6 91.3 

Other source 
Family 0.4 - - 0.2 -
Other 0.1 - - - -
Don't Know/Non-Response 0.6 - - 0.2 -

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Number of respondents 957 139 389 376 51 

• Details for some modern methods not shown due to small sample sizes and space limitations. 

•• Contraceptive Prevalance Rates are included here for reader's reference 

Note: Oral hormonals include contraceptive pill and emergency contraceptives. 

~ 

All Modern Oral 
Methods* Hormonals 

38.6 5.5 

21 .0 6.3 
78.0 93.7 

1.0 -
100.0 100.0 

14.6 5.6 

1.2 

0.1 
0.3 

4.4 0.4 
0.1 -

- 0.4 
0.3 

-

1.1 1.3 

- -
0.5 1.0 
0.2 

76.1 91.4 

0.5 -
0.1 -
0.4 -

100.0 100.0 

1377 21 0 

~ ~ 

- - - - - - --

Sperm- All Modern Oral Sperm-

IUD Condom icides Methods* Hormonals IUD Condom icides 

12.2 18.3 2.3 51 .7 4.5 10.3 35.7 1.2 

60.4 1.1 6.1 12.3 5.5 57.1 1.0 5.2 

39.6 97.9 92.1 86.7 94.5 42.4 98.4 94.8 

- 1.1 1.8 1.0 - 0.5 0.6 -
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

41 .7 0.6 4.6 8.3 4.7 38.0 0.4 5.2 

3.7 0.1 0.7 - 3.3 0.1 -

0.2 - - - - -
0.9 0.1 0.3 - 0.9 0.2 -

13.5 2.7 0.7 13.2 - -

- - - - - - - -

- - - - -
0.7 1.5 0.1 - 0.6 - -

- - - 0.2 - - 0.3 -

2.6 2.1 0.7 - 3.4 - 2.8 

- - - 0.1 - 0.3 - -
1.3 0.3 0.9 0.9 - -
0.5 0.1 - 0.3 - -

35. 1 97.0 90.1 85.6 92.8 36.6 98.4 92.1 

- 0.9 1.0 0.3 - - 0.5 -
- 0.2 0.8 0.2 - 0.5 0.1 -
- 0.9 - 0.5 0.8 2.0 - -

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

467 619 78 1423 127 303 954 39 
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Table A13. Source of Supply 
Percent distribution of users of modern methods of contraception by source of supply and residence 

....,.,.,,..,,n, ,, , ... ,, ,.._. .... ,,..,,,,..,,, ,.., •-c . d 5 

All Modern Oral Sperm· 

Source of supply Methods* Hormonals IUD Condom icides 

Rural Contraceptive 

Prevalence Rate** 43.4 3.9 21.4 16.9 1.0 

Type of source 
Public 21 .3 8.5 59.2 3.9 22.4 

Private 78.0 91 .5 40.8 95.7 77.6 

Mixed 0.7 0.4 -
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Public source 

Women's Consultation Center 10.8 1.6 32.3 1.6 22.4 

Maternity Hospital or 
Obstetric Department 2.4 - 6.9 

Family Planning and 
Human Reproduction Centers 

Public Clinic 0.6 2.2 1.6 -
Public Policlinic 
Gynecological Office 5.8 - 17.9 

Rural Ambulatory 0.2 - - -
Rural Feldscher-
Obstretician Point 1.5 4.7 0.5 2.2 

Public Doctor - - - -
Youth Friendly Clinics - - - -

Private source 
Women's Consultation 

Center- Private 0.4 1.4 -
Maternity Hospital or 
Obstetric Department- Private 0.1 0.5 

Private Clinic/Physician 0.5 0.5 -
Private Doctor -
Pharmacy, Pharmaceutical 

Kiosk, Commercial Kiosk, 
Store/Supermarket 76.6 91.5 38.5 94.7 77.6 

Other source 
Family 0.7 - 0.4 -
Other - -
Don't Know/Non-Response 0.5 - 1.1 -

"J:otal 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Number of respondents 570 49 288 220 12 

• Details for some modern methods not shown due to small sample sizes and space limitations. 

•• Contraceptive Prevalance Rates are included here for reader's reference 

Note: Oral hormonals include contraceptive pill and emergency contraceptives. 

All . ............................... ·- ............................. 

All Modern Oral Sperm- All Modern Oral Sperm-

Methods* Hormonals IUD Condom icides Methods* Hormonals IUD Condom icides 

35.2 3.3 15.0 15.6 1.0 43.1 1.9 10.4 30.1 0.7 

27.9 8.5 58.9 3.6 14.6 16.1 14.7 57.0 2.1 23.1 

71 .1 91 .5 41 .1 94.9 85.4 82.7 85.3 42.3 97.1 76.9 

1.0 1.5 - 1.2 0.7 0.8 -
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

14.9 2.6 31 .9 1.4 14.6 7.7 2.4 29.1 0.4 16.9 

2.9 6.8 - 2.0 6.7 0.4 6.2 

1.2 1.6 2.5 0.2 - 0.6 

7.4 17.3 4.5 - 18.8 

1.6 - - 0.3 - 1.7 0.3 

4.3 0.4 1.9 - - 11.4 1.1 1.1 

- - - - - -
- - - - - - - -

0.8 1.3 8.1 0.2 - 0.7 -

0.2 0.4 - " -
0.8 0.7 1.2 - 0.2 - 0.3 0.3 

- - - - - -

69.3 91 .5 38.7 93.0 77.4 82.3 80.4 41.0 96.8 76.9 

0.7 - 1.5 0.7 - 0.7 0.8 -
- - -

0.3 0.8 - 0.5 5.8 1.0 -
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

708 68 321 301 17 819 37 215 554 13 
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Table A14. Access to Contraception 

Percent distribution of respondents by time required to get to source of contraception 

Married women ages 15-49 
All Modern Oral 

Time required (min.) methods Hormonals IUD Condom Spermicides 

Contraceptive 
prevalence rate 46.9 6.0 19.3 18.6 2.2 

.Ukraine 
Under 15 minutes 30.9 40.6 13.8 44.3 42.3 

15-29 minutes 33.4 34.4 31 .9 33.9 39.3 

30-59 minutes 21.2 17.1 30.8 13.2 14.7 

60 or more minutes 13.1 7.4 23.3 5.4 3.7 

Don't know/non-response 1.4 0.6 0.2 3.1 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Urban 
Under 15 minutes 38.9 45.4 18.6 55.0 47.4 

15-29 minutes 37.6 37.5 40.2 34.1 43.7 

30-59 minutes 17.0 13.6 29.9 7.1 9.0 

60 or more minutes 4.8 2.8 10.9 0.3 

Don't know/non-response 1.7 0.7 0.3 3.5 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Rural 
Under 15 minutes 11.4 22.2 4 .6 17.4 13.6 

15-29 minutes 23.3 22.6 15.9 33.5 13.9 

30~59 minutes 31 .3 30.4 32.6 28.6 47.4 

60 or more minutes 33.1 24 .9 46 .9 18.4 25.1 

Don't know/non-response 0.8 2.1 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Table A14a. Access to Contraception 

Percent distribution of respondents by time to wait at source before receiving method 

Married women ages 15-49 
All Modern Oral 

Time required (min.) methods Hormonals IUD Condom Spermicides 

Contraceptive 
prevalence rate 46.9 6.0 19.3 18.6 2.2 

Ukraine 
Under 15 minutes 69.3 85.0 41.4 91 .4 85.2 

15-29 minutes 14.1 11.8 23 .3 5.5 13.3 

30-59 minutes 9.2 2.4 20.6 0.6 1.5 

60 or more minutes 6.1 0.3 14.3 0.1 

Don't know/non-response 1.2 0.6 0.4 2.5 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Urban 
Under 15 minutes 71 .3 86.1 42 .7 91 .3 84.8 

15-29 minutes 13.7 11.2 23 .6 5.3 13.4 

30-59 minutes 9.5 2 .0 22.6 0.8 1.8 

60 or more minutes 4.2 10.8 

Don't know/non-response 1.3 0.7 0.3 2.6 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Rural 
Under 15 minutes 64.7 80.6 39.0 91.7 87.6 

15-29 minutes 15.2 14.3 22 .9 6.0 12.4 

30-59 minutes 8.5 3.8 16.6 

60 or more minutes 10.5 1.3 21 .0 0.3 

Don't know/non-response 1.1 0.5 2.1 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Note: Oral hormonais include contraceptive pill and emergency contraceptives. 
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Table A14. Access to Contraception 

Percent distribution of respondents by time required to get to source of contraception 

All women ages 15-49 
All Modern Oral 

Time required (min.) methods Hormonals IUD Condom Spermicides 

Contraceptive 
prevalence rate 38.1 5.1 13.0 17.6 2.0 

Ukraine 
Under 15 minutes 35.4 40.0 14.1 49.1 42.3 

15-29 minutes 33.3 37.7 32.4 32.2 37.3 

30-59 minutes 18.9 14.9 31 .1 11 .3 16.7 

60 or more minutes 10.8 7.0 22.2 : 4 .3 3.7 

Don't know/non-response 1.6 0.4 0.3 3.0 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Urban 
Under 15 minutes 42 .0 44 .9 18.1 56.7 45.7 

15-29 minutes 36.4 40.1 40.5 31 .6 42.1 

30-59 minutes 15.5 11 .9 30.0 7.3 12.2 

60 or more minutes 4.4 2.7 11 .1 1.1 

Don't know/non-response 1.7 0.5 0.3 3.3 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Rural 
Under 15 minutes 16.8 20.2 5.7 26.4 21 .9 

15-29 minutes 24 .7 27.8 15.4 33.9 9.0 

30-59 minutes 28.7 27.2 33.4 23.3 43.7 

60 or more minutes 28.7 24.8 45.3 14.1 25.4 

Don't know/non-response 1.1 0.3 2.3 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Table A14a. Access to Contraception 

Percent distribution of respondents by time to wait at source before receiving method 

All women ages 15-49 
All Modern Oral 

Time required (min.) methods Hormonals IUD Condom Spermicides 

Contraceptive 
prevalence rate 38.1 5.1 13.0 17.6 2.0 

Ukraine 
Under 15 minutes 73.4 86.1 41.8 91 .8 85.0 

15-29 minutes 12.5 10.7 22.9 5.4 12.0 

30-59 minutes 7.7 2.3 20.6 0.5 2.2 

60 or more minutes 5.1 0.5 14.3 0.1 0 .8 

Don't know/non-response 1.3 0.4 0.4 2.3 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Urban 
Under 15 minutes 74.8 87.2 42 .2 91 .5 84 .7 

15-29 minutes 12.3 9.8 23.5 5.6 12.7 

30-59 minutes 8.0 2.1 22.8 0.6 2.6 

60 or more minutes 3.6 0.4 11.3 

Don't know/non-response 1.3 0.5 0.3 2.3 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Rural 
Under 15 minutes 69.5 81.8 41.1 92.7 86.5 

15-29 minutes 13.1 14.5 21.7 4.9 8.0 

30-59 minutes 7.1 2.7 16.0 

60 or more minutes 9.0 0.9 20.5 0.2 5.5 

Don't know/non-response 1.3 0.7 2.3 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Note: Oral hormonals include contraceptive pill and emergency contraceptives. 
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Table A14a. Access to Contraception 

Percent distribution of respondents by time required to get to source of contraception 

All Men Ages 15-49 
All Modern Oral 

Time required (min .) methods Hormonals IUD Condom Spermicides 

Contraceptive 
prevalence rate 49.5 3.8 10.3 34.0 1.1 

Ukraine 
Under 15 minutes 39.2 36.2 12.7 47.3 45.1 

15-29 minutes 34.2 35.2 30.7 35.2 31 .6 

30-59 minutes 16.2 19.7 29.8 11 .8 12.8 

60 or more minutes 8.3 6.4 19.7 5.2 6.5 

Don't know/non-response 2.1 2.5 7.2 0.5 3.9 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Urban 
Under 15 minutes 46.5 40.4 15.5 55.9 52.1 

15-29 minutes 35.7 36.6 38.0 34.9 39.0 

30-59 minutes 12.6 17.2 29.5 7.5 2.1 

60 or more minutes 3.1 4.1 8.7 1.3 2.0 

Don't know/non-response 2.1 1.7 8.3 0.4 4.9 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Rural 
Under 15 minutes 19.2 13.7 6.5 24.1 15.4 

15-29 minutes 30.0 27.7 14.4 36.1 

30-59 minutes 26.0 32.8 30.3 23.4 58.9 

60 or more minutes 22 .7 18.8 44.0 15.5 25.7 

Don't know/non-response 2.1 7.0 4.8 0.9 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Table A14b. Access to Contraception 

Percent distribution of respondents by time to wait at source before receiving method 

All Men Ages 15-49 
All Modern Oral 

Time required (min.) methods Hormonals IUD Condom Spermicides 

Contraceptive 
prevalence rate 49.5 3.8 10.3 34.0 1.1 

Ukraine 
Under 15 minutes 80.1 84.3 37.7 92 .2 87 .3 

15-29 minutes 10.3 11 .9 22.9 6.5 3.8 

30-59 minutes 4.2 1.1 17.5 0.6 3.3 

60 or more minutes 2.8 0.3 12.8 0.1 1.6 

Don't know/non-response 2.6 2.5 9.0 0.6 3.9 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Urban 
Under 15 minutes 81 .2 86.5 37.9 92 .6 88.2 

15-29 minutes 9.8 10.6 22 .0 6.4 2.2 

30-59 minutes 4.2 1.2 19.1 0.4 2.7 

60 or more minutes 2.3 11 .2 2.0 

Don't know/non-response 2.6 1.7 9.7 0.6 4.9 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Rural 
Under 15 minutes 77.3 72.2 37.4 91 .3 83 .1 

15-29 minutes 11 .7 19.1 24 .8 6.7 10.8 

30-59 minutes 4.2 14.0 1.1 6.1 

60 or more minutes 4.3 1.6 16.3 0.4 

Don't know/non-response 2.6 7.0 7.5 0.6 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Note: Oral hormonals include contraceptive pill and emergency contraceptives. 
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Table A15. Problems or Concerns with Contraception 

Percent distribution of respondents reporting problems or concerns with current method 

Currently 
married All women All men ages 

women 15-49 ages 15-49 15-49 

Oral hormonals - Any Problem 17.8 15.1 18.9 

Health concerns 50.0 43.8 46.5 

Cost 7.4 9.5 23.4 

Access 
Effectiveness 6.2 5.0 2.6 

Tendency to forget 29.8 36.4 15.1 

Difficulty or inconvenience of use 2.4 1.9 3.7 

Disapproval of partner 
Doctor recs. Discontinuation 4.6 

Other 
Don't Know, non-response 4.1 3.3 4.0 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Sample N 36 46 30 

IUD -Any Problem 10.1 9.2 6.6 

Health concerns 81 .5 79.9 61 .6 

Cost 0.9 0.9 2.3 

Access 
Effectiveness 
Difficulty or inconvenience of use 3.7 

Disapproval of partner 1.8 1.7 10.8 

Long term nature of method 3.7 3.5 4.5 

Doctor recs . Discontinuation 4.7 6.0 

Other 7.3 8.1 8.4 

Don't Know, non-response 8.6 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Sample N 71 76 34 

Condom - Any Problem 12.6 14.1 9.4 

Health concerns 1.7 2.6 4.9 

Cost 4.4 3.1 2.5 

Access 0.4 

Effectiveness 15.0 34.1 12.7 

Tendency to forget 3.8 4.6 22.1 

Difficulty or inconvenience of use 28.4 22.9 35.5 

Disapproval of partner 39.7 27.9 14.1 

Long term nature of method 1.0 0.6 5.0 

Doctor recs . Discontinuation 2.2 1.2 0.6 

Other 1.1 1.6 1.4 

Don't Know, non-response 2.6 1.4 0.8 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Sample N 80 134 149 

Note: Oral hormonals include contraceptive pill and emergency contraceptives. 
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Table A16. Reasons for Not Using Contraception 

Percent distribution of respondents not using contraception by reason for non-use, residence, and method 

Currently married women 15-49 All women ages 15-49 All men ages 15-49 

Ukraine Urban Rural Ukraine Urban Rural Ukraine Urban Rural 

Fertility-related reasons 
Not having sex/infrequent sex 11.7 10.7 13.7 59.0 59 .6 57.4 51 .7 49.4 56.4 

Subfecund/postpartum/menopausal 15.5 16.2 14.1 7.1 7.3 6.6 6.3 7.0 4.8 

Pregnant or partner is pregnant 3.6 3.7 3.3 1.4 1.4 1.4 2.0 2.1 1.8 

Trying to become pregnant 19.9 21 .6 16.1 8.7 9.1 7.6 5.7 6.2 4.8 

Attitudinal reasons 
Respondent is opposed 12.4 10.1 17.5 6.5 5.2 9.8 10.7 10.8 10.4 

Partner, family, or others opposed 5.3 4.6 6.9 2.3 1.9 3.2 4.2 4.0 4.4 

Religious reasons 2.6 1.6 4.7 1.5 1.2 2.2 1.3 1.0 1.8 

Contraception is not natural 4.9 5.3 4.0 2.3 2.4 2.0 4.4 4.6 3.8 

Knowledge-related reasons 
Lack of knowledge about methods 0.4 0.2 1.0 I 0.2 0.1 0.4 I 0.4 0.5 0.4 

Lack of knowledge about sources of supply 

Method-specific reasons 
Health concerns/side effects 7.5 7.9 6.6 3.6 3.7 3.2 3.3 2.9 4.2 

Inconvenient to use 1.5 1.0 2.4 0.6 0.4 1.2 1.4 1.3 1.6 

Cost and access-related reasons 

Lack of access - - - - - 0.1 - 0.3 

Cost 1.5 1.9 0.7 0.7 0.8 0.3 1.2 1.3 0.8 

Other 
Availability of abortion as an alternative 1.5 1.4 1.9 0.8 0.7 1.0 0.8 0.6 1.1 

Availability of emergency contraception 0.8 0.6 1.2 0.5 0.4 0.7 0.7 0.9 0.2 

Other 10.8 13.2 5.5 4.9 5.7 3.0 5.8 7.1 3.2 

Don't know/non-response 0.1 0.2 0.0 - 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.2 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
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Table A17. Preference for Another Method 

Percentage of respondents who would prefer to use a different method of contraception. by current method and, for married women, by age, residence, and region 

Modern Methods Traditional Methods . 

Other 

Oral Barrier Sperm- Female Lactational Calendar IAny Other 

Cate&l£.ry Total I Hormonals IUD Condom Methods icides sterilization Amenorrhia Withdrawal method Douching Abstinence Methods 

Married women ages 15-49 23.1 22.2 8.2 29.7 42.2 29.9 27.7 36.5 21 .3 37.5 28.4 81 .1 

All women ages 15-49 23.2 19.6 7.9 28.3 35.6 28.5 27.7 36.8 23.1 37.9 33.4 81.1 

Men ages 15-49 15.4 14.2 5.6 12.7 15.7 53.2 38.4 19.7 25.1 32.8 

Detail for Married w omen ages 15-49 

Age 
15-19 16.9 50.0 - 100.0 

20-24 30.8 23.6 6.7 33.1 27.1 17.0 63.1 28.8 68.2 

25-29 23.8 16.5 5.8 29.7 34.4 40.0 36.9 32.0 37.1 100.0 

30-34 28.6 21.5 9.4 44.6 66.1 46.3 22.4 55 .7 42.4 

35-39 22.8 34.2 7.6 31 .9 - 5.5 36.7 17.6 44.3 28.7 

40-44 21.0 15.7 11.6 25.4 100.0 27.1 31 .9 22.5 20.5 

45-49 14.3 11 .7 5.6 13.5 6.7 23.2 15.0 34.3 33.5 

Residence 
Urban 21 .9 19.3 8.3 27.4 56.8 26.9 27.6 36.3 19.1 38.3 44.3 100.0 

Rural 25.7 33.0 8.2 35.7 47.2 - 27.8 36.8 27.2 35.7 19.0 

Region 
West 27.4 33.4 8.6 34.7 100.0 25.5 50.5 38.7 19.6 31 .3 18.5 

North 22.0 21 .5 3.0 25.8 28.1 - - 30.1 22.5 31.1 57.2 

Central 21.7 22.8 9.4 30.8 - 35.8 23.4 34.1 26.0 31.0 

South 24.7 21.1 12.4 34.6 34.3 - - 42.0 20.9 40.7 

East 19.5 13.4 5.1 24.7 - 23.4 100.0 40.0 19.7 53.2 49.7 100.0 

Number of respondents 2284 188 678 596 3 63 23 11 352 253 104 11 2 

- -
Note: Oral hormonals include contraceptive pill and emergency contraceptives. 
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Table A17a. Reason Not Using Preferred Method 

Percent distribution of current users by main reason not using preferred method at present 

Married women ages 15-49 

Ukraine 
All Oral Traditional 

Reason methods hormonals IUD Condom methods 

Attitudinal reasons 
Partner, family, or others opposed 10.8 4.2 7.6 9.6 13.8 

Religious reasons 0.6 1.4 0.8 0.5 

Preferred method is not natural 2.7 5.3 2.2 2.4 1.7 

Knowledge-related reasons 
Lack of knowledge about method 9.0 6.9 11 .1 5.5 11.2 

Lack of knowledge about sources of supply 2.7 9.5 7.4 0.8 2.0 

Method-s[!ecific reasons 
Health concerns/side effects 38.7 20.6 38.8 46.4 36.1 

Inconvenient to use 2.3 3.9 1.8 1.9 2.2 

Poor effectiveness 3.3 4.4 3.7 3.8 2.3 

Current method is permanenUiong term 1.3 5.0 7.7 0.3 

Cost and access-related reasons 

Method is difficult to obtain 2.1 2.1 1.4 2.4 2.3 

Cost 15.2 21 .3 10.1 12.8 18.6 

Doctor will not prescribe it 3.9 12.1 2.9 4.6 1.3 

Other 6.9 4.5 3.8 8.7 6.9 

Don't know/non-response 0.5 1.1 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Number of respondents 557 46 61 187 242 

Note: Oral hormonals include contraceptive pill and emergency contraceptives. 
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Table A17a. Reason Not Using Preferred Method 

Percent distribution of current users by main reason not using preferred method at present 

Married women ages 15-49 

Urban 
All Oral Traditional 

Reason methods hormonals IUD Condom methods 

Attitudinal reasons 
Partner, family, or others opposed 10.7 2.1 7.3 11.2 12.7 

Religious reasons 0.6 1.3 0.3 

Preferred method is not natural 2.8 5.9 2.4 1.8 

Knowled9e-related reasons 
Lack of knowledge about method 10.0 10.0 15.6 5.3 11.5 

Lack of knowledge about sources of supply 2.1 9.9 7.2 1.2 

Method-s~ecific reasons 
Health concerns/side effects 39.4 18.1 36.7 47.8 39.6 

Inconvenient to use 2.6 3.2 2.7 2 .0 2.6 

Poor effectiveness 3.4 3.0 2.4 5.7 1.1 

Current method is permanenUiong term 1.3 3.3 8.6 0.5 

Cost and access-related reasons 
Method is difficult to obtain 1.7 3.1 1.5 2.1 

Cost 12.8 23 .0 10.7 10.4 15.0 

Doctor will not prescribe it 3.5 12.9 4.4 2.8 0.6 

Other 8.4 5.5 4.5 9.2 9.6 

Don't know/non-response 0.7 1.8 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Number of respondents 318 27 36 113 125 

Note: Oral hormonals include contraceptive pill and emergency contraceptives. 

76 



Table A17a. Reason Not Using Preferred Method 

Percent distribution of current users by main reason not using preferred method at present 

Married women ages 15-49 

Rural 
All Oral ·Traditional 

Reason methods hormonals IUD Condom methods 

Attitudinal reasons 
Partner, family, or others opposed 10.8 9.1 8.0 6.6 15.5 

Religious reasons 0.7 4.1 0.8 

Preferred method is not natural 2.5 3.9 6.6 2.5 1.6 

Knowledge-related reasons 
Lack of knowledge about method 7.2 2.5 5.8 10.8 

Lack of knowledge about sources of supply 3.7 8.6 7.8 2.3 3.3 

Method-s~ecific reasons 
Health concerns/side effects 37.4 26.4 42.8 43.6 30.2 

Inconvenient to use 1.7 5.5 1.7 1.5 

Poor effectiveness 3.2 7.5 6.4 4.3 

Current method is permanenUiong term 1.3 9.0 6.0 

Cost and access-related reasons 
Method is difficult to obtain 3.0 4.2 4 .1 2.5 

Cost 19.7 17.5 8.9 17.4 24.6 

Doctor will not prescribe it 4.7 10.1 2.6 8.0 2.5 

Other 4.1 2.3 7.9 2.2 

Don't know/non-response 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Number of respondents 239 19 25 74 117 

Note: Oral hormonals include contraceptive pill and emergency contraceptives. 
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Table A18. Current and Preferred Methods of Contraception 

Percentage of married women ages 15-49 who would prefer to use a different method of contraception by current method, preferred method, and residence 

Ukraine Preferred method 

Prefers Prefers Other 
Any 

Current Other Oral Hormonal Hormonal Barrier Sperm- Female Male Calendar Other Don't 

Current method Method Method Hormonals IUD injection Implant Condom Methods icides sterilization sterilization Withdrawal method Douching Abstinence Methods know Total 

All methods 76.9 23.1 3.7 11.4 0.5 1.7 1.8 0.2 1.3 0.6 0.1 0.3 1.0 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.2 100.0 

Oral hormonals 77.8 22.2 0.8 10.6 1.3 2.8 2.4 0.4 0.9 - - 2.0 0.3 0.7 100.0 

IUD 91 .8 8.2 1.9 0.3 0.3 1.3 1.6 0.7 0.4 - 0.2 1.4 0.1 0.1 100.0 

lnjectables 0.0 

Implants 0.0 

Condom 70.3 29.7 4.7 18.0 0.5 1.0 - 0.7 2.1 0.2 0.3 0.3 1.1 0.2 0.1 0.3 0.2 100.0 

Other barrier methods 57.8 42.2 42.2 - - - 100.0 

Spermicides 70.1 29.9 2.3 16.2 2.7 4.0 - 3.7 0.9 100.0 

Female sterilization: 
tubectomy 100.0 0.0 I - 100.0 

Male sterilization: 
vasectomy 0.0 

LAM 72.3 27.7 10.4 17.3 - - 100.0 

Withdrawal 63.5 36.5 6.2 18.2 0.4 2.4 5.4 0.1 1.4 0.5 1.1 - 0.2 0.2 0.3 100.0 

Calendar Method 78.7 21 .3 3.0 12.7 1.3 1.7 0.6 0.9 0.3 - 0.5 . - - 0.4 100.0 

Douching 62.5 37.5 9.7 14.6 5.7 1.1 4.1 2.4 - - 100.0 

Abstinence 71 .6 28.4 8.1 20.2 - - - - 100.0 

Any other methods 18.9 81 .1 - - - - 81 .1 - 100.0 

Note: Other barrier methods include diaphragm, cervical cap, female condom. 

Note: The calendar method is also referred to as the safe period method, periodic abstinence, rhythm method, temperature method, and by other names. 

Note: Oral hormonals include contraceptive pill and emergency contraceptives . 
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Table A18. Current and Preferred Methods of Contraception 

Percentage of married women ages 15-49 who would prefer to use a different method of contraception by current method, preferred method, and residence 

Urban Preferred method 
Prefers Prefers ther Any 

current Other Oral Hormonal Hormonal Barrier Sperm- Female Male Calendar Other Don't 

Current method method Method Hormonals IUD injection Implant Condom Methods icides sterilization sterilization Wrthdrawal method Douching Abstinence Methods know Total 

All methods 78.1 21.9 3.8 10.1 0.5 1.5 1.7 0.2 1.5 0.6 0.0 0.2 1.1 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.1 100.0 

Oral hormonals 80.7 19.3 1.0 8.4 1.1 3.5 2.3 0.6 1.4 0.8 100.0 

IUD 91 .7 8.3 2.2 0.2 1.4 1.3 0.6 0.7 0.2 1.8 100.0 

lnjectables 

Implants 

Condom 72.6 27.4 3.9 15.5 0.7 0.7 0.8 2.9 0.3 0.2 1.5 0.2 0.1 0.4 0.2 100.0 

Other barrier methods 43.2 56.8 56.8 - 100.0 

Spermicides 73. 1 26.9 I 2.8 10.8 3.2 4.7 4.3 1.0 100.0 

Female sterilization: 
tubectomy 100.0 - I 

100.0 

Male sterilization: 
vasectomy 

LAM 72.4 27.6 13.4 14.2 - 100.0 

Withdrawal 63.7 36.3 7.6 18.8 0.3 1.6 4.6 1.4 0.9 - 0.4 0.6 100.0 

Calendar Method 80.9 19.1 3.5 11 .5 1.0 2.3 - 0.7 100.0 

Douching 61.7 38.3 10.3 11 .8 5.3 1.6 5.9 3.4 100.0 

Abstinence 55.7 44.3 22.0 22.4 
100.0 

Any other methods 100.0 
100.0 

Note: Other barrier methods include diaphragm, cervical cap , female condom. 

Note: Safe period method, or periodic abstinence, also referred to as the calendar method, rhythm, temperature method, and by other names. 

Note: Oral hormonals include contraceptive pill and emergency contraceptives. 
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Table A18. Current and Preferred Methods of Contraception 

Percentage of married women ages 15-49 who would prefer to use a different method of contraception by current method, preferred method, and residence 

Rural Preferred method 

Prefers Prefers ther 
Any 

current Other Oral Hormonal Hormonal Barrier Sperm- Female Male Calendar Other Don't 

Current method method Method Hormonals IUD injection Implant Condom Methods icides sterilization sterilization Withdrawal method Douching Abstinence Methods know Total 

All methods 74.3 25.7 3.4 14.1 0.3 2.1 2.1 0.2 1.0 0.4 0.2 0,5 0.8 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.3 100.0 

Oral hormonals 67.0 33.0 19.1 1.8 2.7 1.7 1.8 - - 4.3 1.6 - - - 100.0 

IUD 91.8 8.2 1.2 0.9 0.5 1.2 2.2 0.9 - 0.2 0.5 0.2 - 0.3 100.0 

lnjectables 

Implants 

Condom 64.3 35.7 6.7 24.3 1.9 0.5 0.7 1.2 - 0.3 100.0 

Other barrier methods 100.0 - - 100.0 

Spermicides 52.8 47.2 47.2 - - - - - 100.0 

Female sterilization: 
tubectomy 100.0 - I 

- - 100.0 

Male sterilization: 
vasectomy 

LAM 72.2 27.8 - 27.8 

Withdrawal 63.2 36.8 4.3 17.2 0.4 3.7 6.6 0.3 1.4 - - 2.0 0.4 0.6 100.0 

Calendar Method 72.8 27.2 1.5 15.7 2.1 2.1 3.4 0.9 - 1.5 100.0 

Douching 64.3 35.7 8.3 21 .0 6.4 - - 100.0 

Abstinence 81.0 19.0 19.0 - - 100.0 

Any other methods 100.0 
.- 100.0 

Note: Olher barrier methods include diaphragm, cervical cap, female condom. 

Note: Safe period method, or periodic abstinence, also referred to as lhe calendar method, rhythm, temperature method, and by other names. 

Note: Oral hormonals include contraceptive pill and emergency contraceptives. 
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Table A 19. Current and Preferred Methods: 1999 and 2004 
Comparison of current and preferred method of contraception for respondents indicating a preferred, 

allernative method for all women ages 15-44, 2004 WAPS and 1999 URHS 

2004 WAPS Preferred method 

Prefers Prefers Male 

Current Othe Oral Hormonal Hormonal Other Barrier Sperm- sterilization: Calendar Any Other Don't Number of 

Current method Method Metho Hormonals IUD injection Implant Condom Methods icides vasectomy Wthdrawal method Douching Abstinence Methods know Total Users 

All methods 75.4 24.6 5.4 10.6 0.8 1.5 1.8 0.3 1.4 0.4 0.1 0.3 1.2 0.2 0.1 0.2 0.2 100.0 2564 

Oral hormonals 79.8 20.2 0.8 8.3 3.3 2.3 1.9 0.1 0.7 0.8 1.4 0.2 0.5 100.0 261 

IUD 91 .8 8.2 1.5 0.3 0.3 1.3 1.6 0.8 0.4 0.2 1.6 0.1 0.1 100.0 677 

Condom 70.2 29.8 8.9 13.9 0.7 0.7 0.7 1.9 0.1 0.2 0.4- 1.6 0.3 0.1 0.3 0.2 100.0 833 

Spermicides 69.0 31 .0 3.8 16.3 3.2 1.7 2.8 2.6 0.6 100.0 86 

Female sterilization 100.0 0.0 
100.0 20 

Calendar Method 75.3 24.7 3.3 13.7 0.3 2.1 2.7 0.8 1.0 0.5 0.3 100.0 234 

Wthdrawal 60.0 40.0 7.5 18.3 0.4 2.0 6.5 0.9 2.2 0.4 0.9 0.4 0.2 0.4 100 339 

1999 URHS Preferred method 

Prefers Prefers 
Current Othe Oral Sterilization Emergency 'Natural' Number of 

Current method Method Method Hormonals IUD Condom Spermicide (M or F) Contraception Methods Other Not Sure Total Users 

All methods 74.8 25.2 4.4 9.7 1.2 1.5 1.7 1.7 1.1 2.1 1.8 100 4037 

Oral Hormonals 76.9 23.1 0 10.8 0 2.4 1 0.2 3.5 2.3 2.8 76.9 198 

IUD 89.9 10.1 2.5 0 0.3 0.8 1.4 0.9 0.6 2.1 1.5 89.9 997 

Condoms 69.9 30.1 6.5 12.2 0.4 0.4 1.9 2 1.3 3.2 0.7 69:9 1014 

Spermicide 75.6 24.4 1.6 10.1 0 0 1.2 0.8 3.5 3.9 3.5 75.6 53 

Female sterilization 88.6 11.4 0 8 0.6 0 0 0.9 0 0.0 1.9 88.6 68 

Periodic Abstinence 77.9 22.1 3.9 9.5 2.1 0.8 2 0.6 0.2 1.7 1.4 77.9 556 

Wthdrawal 62.7 37.3 5.7 16 2.5 2.5 1.6 2.9 1.5 1.7 3.1 62.7 970 

Source: 2004 WAPS table (previous table) and URHS table 7.16 
Note: Oral hormonals include contraceptive pill and emergency contraceptives. 
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Table A20. Cost of Contraception 
Median cost of obtaining selected methods of contraception by residence 

Currently 
married All women All men 

women 15-49 ages 15-49 ages 15-49 

Ukraine 
Oral hormonals, 1 cycle 20.0 20.0 21.0 

IUD (device + insertion) 50.0 50.0 50.0 

Condom (3-pack) 4.0 4.5 4.2 

Urban 
Oral hormonals, 1 cycle 20.0 20.0 25.0 

IUD (device + insertion) 52.0 55.0 55.0 

Condom (3-pack) 4.4 4.5 4.5 

Rural 
Oral hormonals, 1 cycle 18.0 20.0 18.0 

IUD {device+ insertion) 50.0 50.0 50.0 

Condom (3-pack) 3.5 4.0 4.0 
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Table A21 . Affordability of Contraception: Non-users 

Affordability of Contraception : Percent distribution of non-users who consider method as inexpensive, affordable, or too expensive, for selected methods by 

selected characteristics 

Oral Hormonals Currently married women 15-49 All women ages 15-49 All men a~es 15-49 

Just Too Just 00 Just ~00 

Characteristic Inexpensive affordable expensive Don't know Inexpensive affordable expensive Don't know Inexpensive affordable expensive Don't know 

Ukraine 6.9 60.5 24.2 8.4 6.5 48.6 33.9 11.0 7.3 33.9 28.6 30.2 

Residence 
Urban 7.0 62.8 23.2 6.9 6.9 49.4 33.1 10.7 5.6 35.3 26.3_ 32.9 

Rural 6.7 52.7 27.2 13.3 5.1 45.7 37.1 12.1 12.1 30.2 34.9 22.8 

Region 
West 13.9 54.1 25.5 6.4. 10.9 54.3 29.3 5.5 14.6 29.2 33.8 22.4 

North 5.2 58.5 23.0 13.4 8.7 41 .1 32.0 18.2 3.4 48.5 26.4 21 .7 

Central 4.3 63.4 28.8 3.6 3.0 51.5 40.5 5.0 4.8 23.4 30.7 41 .2 

South 6.7 55.0 28.0 10.3 9.8 41 .5 38.2 10.5 4.1 34.9 35.7 25.2 

East 2.1 70.6 17.9 9.4 1.8 53.0 28.9 16.3 3.9 40.4 14.3 41.4 

Education 
Less than secondary 10.7 57.2 23.7 8.4 7.2 35.5 35.8 21 .5 10.3 13.8 42.0 34.0 

Secondary 5.6 56.7 29.3 8.4 6.3 43.1 40.9 9.6 8.2 32.4 31 .8 27.6 

More than secondary 7.3 63.6 20.7 8.4 6.4 55.8 28.0 9.7 4.3 48.3 15.5 31 .9 

Income 
Less than 400 Hrivna 0.0 50.0 46.7 3.3 2.4 42.7 44.0 10.8 7.1 22.1 44.7 26.1 

From 400 to 599 Hrivna 14.0 52.3 27.0 6.8 11 .7 42.5 34.4 11.3 13.0 23.4 32.0 31 .6 

From 600 to 899 Hrivna 4.7 56.9 30.9 7.5 3.3 46.9 42.8 7.0 7.1 29.7 30.6 32.7 

More than 900 Hrivna 6.7 71 .2 10.5 11 .6 8.2 59.8 17.7 14.3 4.9 49.4 15.7 30.0 

Employment 
Employed 9.6 66.7 15.8 7.9 6.8 52.4 31 .7 9.1 7.4 43.4 25.2 24.0 

Unemployed 0.0 58.7 34.2 7.1 3.3 38.8 47.2 10.7 10.9 14.9 41.1 33.1 

Note: Non-users are those curently not using any contraceptives but plan to in the future. 
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Table A21. Affordability of Contraception: Non-users 

Affordability of Contraception: Percent distribution of non-users who consider method as inexpensive. affordable, or too expensive, for selected methods by 

selected characteristics 

IUD Current!~ married women 15-49 All women aees 15-49 All men ages 15-49 

Just Too Just Too Just Too 

Characteristic Inexpensive affordable expensive Don't know Inexpensive affordable expensive Don't know Inexpensive affordable expensive Don't know 

Ukraine 4.6 69.1 18.2 8.2 3.9 50.7 29.2 16.2 3.9 32.2 28.4 35.5 

Residence 
Urban 5.2 71.1 16.5 7.2 4.1 50.1 29.5 16.4 4.3 35.2 22.8 37.7 

Rural 2.6 62.4 23.8 11.3 3.1 53.1 28.3 15.5 2.7 24.0 43.6 29.7 

Region 
West 1.3 65.2 29.3 4.2 0.8 55.4 36.4 7.4 1.8 23.0 46.4 28.8 

North 5.7 74.0 14.9 5.4 3.4 48.3 22.3 26.0 3.2 44.0 25.0 27.8 

Central 4.3 77.8 12.4 5.5 2.6 59.9 23.5 14.0 1.0 40.8 19.2 39.1 

South 6.7 55.5 14.6 23.2 9.5 37.1 33.1 20.3 8.6 26.3 30.4 34.7 

East 6.6 71 .2 13.8 8.4 2.9 52.1 30.5 14.5 5.9 35.9 10.3 47.8 

Education 
Less than secondary 0.0 79.1 13.8 7.0 2.7 36.9 33.3 27.1 3.0 9.9 49.6 37.5 

Secondary 4.1 65.4 22.2 8.3 4.7 45.2 30.4 19.7 4.3 32.8 28.5 34.4 

More than secondary 5.6 70.1 16.1 8.2 3.5 58.0 27.4 11 .1 3.7 44.8 15.3 36.1 

Income 
Less than 400 Hrivna 0.0 47.4 45.8 6.8 3.9 37.4 44.7 14.0 4.5 14.2 49.7 31 .6 

From 400 to 599 Hrivna 1.6 72.9 16.7 8.8 0.6 53.3 29.5 16.6 1.4 29.8 31 .6 37.2 

From 600 to 899 Hrivna 4.9 75.1 17.7 2.3 2.5 51 .3 33.3 12.9 2.1 32.0 26.5 39.4 · 

More than 900 Hrivna 7.7 70.5 9.9 12.0 7.7 58.4 13.4 20.5 6.0 44.2 15.7 34.1 

Employment 
Employed 6.7 71.4 14.0 8.0 5.1 54.7 27.0 13.2 5.3 45.1 23.4 26.2 

Unemployed 0.0 71.7 18.9 9.4 2.4 49.7 35.7 12.2 2.2 15.4 39.6 42.8 

Note: Non-users are those curently_ not using any contraceptives but plan to in the future. 

84 



Table A21. Affordability of Contraception: Non-users 

Affordability of Contraception: Percent distribution of non-users who consider method as inexpensive, affordable, or too expensive, for selected methods by 

selected characteristics 

Condom Currently married women 15-49 All women a9es 15-49 All men ages 15-49 

Just Too Just Too Just Too 

Characteristic Inexpensive affordable expensive Don't know Inexpensive affordable expensive Don't know Inexpensive affordable expensive Don't know 

Ukraine 48.8 45.9 3.2 2.1 50.4 44.1 3.6 1.9 49.0 47.5 1.9 1.6 

Residence 
Urban 48.6 46.9 1.8 2.7 49.9 45.4 2.3 2.5 45.5 51.1 1.3 2.2 

Rural 49.7 42.5 7.8 0.0 52.1 39.3 8.5 0.0 58.8 37.6 3.6 0.0 

Region 
West 52.2 44.9 2.9 0.0 58.2 38.9 1.9 1.1 62.0 36.9 1.2 0.0 

North 53.7 36.0 4.8 5.4 51 .0 40.3 2.9 5.8 33.8 59.4 1.7 5.2 

Central 43.7 54.4 0.0 1.9 47.0 50.1 0.8 2.2 36.9 56.9 5.3 0.9 

South 55.6 26.9 11 .6 6.0 50.7 37.6 10.1 1.6 55.1 41 .6 1.9 1.5 

East 41 .2 58.8 0.0 0.0 46.7 51 .1 2.2 0.0 46.1 51.7 0.0 2.2 

Education 
Less than secondary 55.1 37.9 7.0 0.0 59.8 31 .9 8.3 0.0 54.0 39.7 0.5 5.8 

Secondary 52.5 43.4 4.1 0.0 50.7 43.7 4.6 1.0 48.4 48.0 3.6 0.0 

More than secondary 45.4 48.8 2.0 3.8 48.0 47.2 1.7 3.1 46.8 51 .8 0.0 1.4 

Income 
Less than 400 Hrivna 50.6 35.5 11.4 2.5 45.1 44.5 8.3 2.1 60.3 34.8 1.4 3.5 

From 400 to 599 Hrivna 58.0 38.6 3.4 0.0 .59.6 39.1 1.4 0.0 52.0 44.0 4.0 0.0 

From 600 to 899 Hrivna 58.1 41 .9 0.0 0.0 52.5 46.5 1.0 0.0 41 .8 54.2 2.5 1.6 

More than 900 Hrivna 37.9 55.3 2.3 4.5 45.4 45.5 4.0 5.1 46.5 51 .5 0.7 1.3 

Employment 
Employed 47.9 48.5 1.1 2.5 51 .2 44.6 2.6 1.6 44.9 52.6 0.8 1.8 

Unemployed 63.2 31.0 5.8 0.0 54.0 38.5 4.9 2.6 56.8 39.0 4.1 0.0 

Note: Non-users are those curently not using any contraceptives but plan to in the future. 
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Table A22. Affordability of Current Method of Contraception 

Percent distribution of respondents who consider current method as inexpensive, affordable, or too expensive, 

for selected methods by selected characteristics 

Oral contraceptives Currently married women 15-49 All women ages 15-49 All men a~es 15-49 

Just Too Just Too Just Too 

Characteristic Inexpensive affordable expensive Don't know Inexpensive affordable expensive Don't know Inexpensive affordable expensive Don't know 

Ukraine 11 .8 83.9 4.3 0.0 9.2 84.7 6.1 0.0 7.0 86.7 4.7 1.6 

Residence 
Urban 11.8 83.4 4.9 0.0 9.2 85.6 5.2 0.0 6.4 86.5 5.1 1.9 

Rural 11 .9 86.1 2.0 0.0 9.0 80.9 10.1 0.0 10.2 87.7 2.2 0.0 

Region 
West 6.0 91.3 2.7 0.0 6.5 89.3 4.2 0.0 2.2 90.8 1.9 5.1 

North 19.7 73.3 7.0 0.0 12.9 82.6 4.6 0.0 5.2 84.2 2.9 7.7 

Central 8.8 83.4 7.8 0.0 10.0 79.8 10.2 0.0 3.4 88.2 8.4 0.0 

South 13.6 85.9 0.4 0.0 10.3 87.6 2.1 0.0 10.1 83.7 6.2 0.0 

East 11.9 80.2 7.9 0.0 7.3 81 .6 11.2 0.0 9.2 88.6 2.2 0.0 

Education 
Less than secondary 31 .2 68.8 0.0 0.0 16.8 83.2 0.0 0.0 10.5 89.5 0.0 0.0 

Secondary 12.4 83.5 4.1 0.0 8.2 85.9 5.9 0.0 2.8 89.6 5.5 2.1 

More than secondary 10.4 85.0 4.6 0.0 9.1 84.2 6.7 0.0 10.0 83.8 4.8 1.4 

Income 
Less than 400 Hrivna 10.2 79.4 10.4 0.0 5.1 81.3 13.6 0.0 0.0 93.4 0.0 6.6 

From 400 to 599 Hrivna 12.3 83.8 4.0 0.0 12.0 81 .3 6.6 0.0 10.8 86.8 2.5 0.0 

From 600 to 899 Hrivna 12.6 82.2 5.3 0.0 9.6 84.0 6.4 0.0 7.7 83.3 7.0 2.0 

More than 900 Hrivna 11 .3 87.2 1.6 0.0 8.8 89.3 2.0 0.0 7.5 87.5 5.0 0.0 

Employment 
Employed 12.4 83.6 4.0 0.0 10.3 84.4 5.3 0.0 7.3 87.5 5.2 0.0 

Unemployed 11 .3 85.2 3.5 0.0 9.3 81.8 8.9 0.0 7.5 81 .7 2.5 8.4 
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Table A22. Affordability of Current Method of Contraception 

Percent distribution of respondents who consider current method as inexpensive, affordable, or too expensive, 

for selected methods by selected characteristics 

IUD Current!~ married women 1 5-49 All women ages 15-49 All men ages 15-49 

Just Too Just Too Just Too 

Characteristic Inexpensive affordable expensive Don't know Inexpensive affordable expensive Don't know Inexpensive affordable expensive Don't know 

Ukraine 6.5 83.5 9.4 0.6 7.0 82.8 9.5 0.7 5.9 82.4 7.7 4.1 

Residence 
Urban 4.3 85.9 9.5 0.4 5.3 84.7 9.6 0.3 4.5 84.9 7.3. 3.4 

Rural 10.7 78.9 9.4 1.1 10.6 78.8 9.3 1.4 8.9 76.8 8.6 5.6 

Region 
West 3.1 89.4 7.5 0.0 3.1 89.7 7.2 0.0 3.9 82.2 10.9 3.0 

North 12.2 74.0 13.8 0.0 11.8 71.7 15.3 1.2 5.0 73.3 9.3 12.4 

Central 5.7 81 .3 11 .7 1.3 5.5 81 .5 11.8 1.2 7.1 84.2 5.3 3.4 

South 8.5 81 .2 10.3 0.0 10.6 79.8 9.6 0.0 7.6 81 .5 9.3 1.7 

East 5.5 88.0 5.4 1.1 6.3 86.5 6.3 0.8 4.8 85.2 6.2 3.8 

Education 
Less than secondary 7.4 80.0 12.6 0.0 10.7 76.4 11.7 1.2 7.4 68.4 23.3 0.9 

Secondary 7.2 80 .1 11.9 0.8 7.7 79.3 12.3 0.7 6.3 82.2 7.7 3.8 

More than secondary 5.6 87.3 6.5 0.5 5.6 87.3 6.6 0.5 5.1 85.0 5.0 5.0 

Income 
Less than 400 Hrivna 10.3 75.5 13.2 1.0 10.4 76.4 11.8 1.4 7.5 71 .9 14.4 6.1 

From 400 to 599 Hrivna 7.8 84.4 7.8 0.0 7.8 82.4 9.8 0.0 8.3 75.7 11.8 4.1 

From 600 to 899 Hrivna 3.7 84.7 10.9 0.6 4.6 84.1 10.7 0.6 3.7 86.1 6.9 3.4 

More than 900 Hrivna 6.2 86.0 7.0 0.9 6.5 86.3 6.3 0.8 5.6 87.4 3.1 3.8 

Employment 
Employed 6.7 84.8 7.9 0.7 7.5 84.2 7.8 0.6 5.6 83.4 7.2 3.8 

Unemployed 5.6 83.5 10.2 0.7 5.9 81 .8 11.7 0.6 6.6 74.8 10.3 8.3 
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Table A22. Affordability of Current Method of Contraception 

Percent distribution of respondents who consider current method as inexpensive, affordable, or too expensive, 

for selected methods by selected characteristics 

Condom Current!~ married women 15·49 All women ages 15-49 All men a9es 15-49 

Just Too Just Too Just Too 

Characteristic Inexpensive affordable expensive Don't know Inexpensive affordable expensive Don't know Inexpensive affordable expensive Don't know 

Ukraine 44.2 55.1 0.7 0.0 44.0 53.9 1.5 0.6 43.0 55.8 1.1 0.1 

Residence 
Urban 43.2 56.3 0.5 0.0 43.5 54.8 1.2 0.5 43.0 56.2 0.7 0.1 

Rural 46.7 52.1 1.3 0.0 45.4 51 .3 2.5 0.9 42.9 54.8 2.1 0.2 

Region 
West 51 .1 47.8 1.1 0.0 52.3 46.4 0.8 0.5 51 .5 47.2 1.2 0.0 

North 41 .3 58.7 0.0. 0.0 45.2 51 .3 2.0 1.5 36.8 61 .9 1.3 0.0 

Central 44.7 53.9 1.4 0.0 49.6 49.5 0.9 0.0 48.6 50.6 0.7 0.0 

South 36.9 62.6 0.5 0.0 33.5 62.8 2.6 1.1 40.9 57.2 1.3 0.6 

East 44.4 55.0 0.6 0.0 41.4 57.2 1.4 0.0 39.3 59.8 0.9 0.0 

Education 
Less than secondary 49.4 49 .8 0.9 0.0 48.0 48.8 1.3 2.0 47.4 50.8 1.9 0.0 

Secondary 38.9 60.2 0.9 0.0 41 .6 55.2 2.3 0.8 42.8 55.7 1.4 0.1 

More than secondary 47.8 51 .7 0.5 0.0 45.4 53.8 0.8 0.0 41.5 57.9 0.4 0.2 

Income 
Less than 400 Hrivna 46.7 51 .0 2.3 0.0 40.9 55.2 3.9 0.0 38.5 57.4 3.8 0.3 

From 400 to 599 Hrivna 41 .6 58.4 0.0 0.0 42.5 56.1 0.4 1.0 41.7 57.1 0.9 0.3 

From 600 to 899 Hrivna 50.0 49.3 0.6 0.0 52.4 46.9 0.4 0.3 45.6 54.0 0.4 0.0 

More than 900 Hrivna 37.9 61 .6 0.5 0.0 38.6 58.8 1.5 1.0 44.9 54.9 0.1 0.0 

Employment 
Employed 44.9 54.4 0.7 0.0 46.0 52.7 1.3 0.0 47.4 50.8 .1.9 0.0 

Unemployed 43.5 55.4 1.0 0.0 41 .7 56.0 1.9 0.4 42.8 55.7 1.4 0.1 
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Table A23. Willingness to Pay for Oral Hormonals 

Cumulative percent distribution of respondents by willingness to pay for one cycle of pills and current use status 

Current!~ married women 15-49 All women ages 15-49 All men a!iJeS 15-49 

Users and Users and Users and 

Maximum price Potential potential Potential potential Potential potential 

in UAH Users users users Users users users Users users users 

0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

5 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

10 98.6 98.5 98.6 98.5 97.6 98.3 98.5 100.0 98.6 

30 66.5 67.3 66.6 67.3 57.1 64.9 71 .5 70.9 71.4 

60 13.8 4.8 12.4 13.8 5.4 11 .8 15.8 13.9 15.7 

60+ 4.9 4.8 4.9 5.0 2.0 4.3 6.6 0.0 6.2 

Median 
maximum price 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 40 30 

Table A23a. Willingness to Pay for IUD 

Cumulative percent distribution of respondents by willingness to pay for one IUD and current use status 

Current!~ married women 15-49 All women a!iles 15-49 All men ages 15-49 

Users and Users and Users and 

Maximum price Potential potential Potential potential Potential potential 

in UAH Users users users Users users users Users users users 

0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

25 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. 0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

50 85.7 91 .9 86.5 85.7 84.3 85.4 86.8 88. 1 87.0 

75 50.7 66.7 52.9 51 .1 53.0 51.4 52.6 69.0 54.1 

100 30.7 44.4 32.6 30.7 34.0 31.3 33.0 47.7 34.3 

100+ 14.0 11 .9 13.7 13.8 9.5 13.0 15.6 12.8 15.4 

Median 
maximum price 75 75 75 75 75 75 75 80 75 

Table A23b. Willingness to Pay for Condom 

Cumulative percent distribution of respondents by willingness to pay for three condoms and current use status 

Current!~ married women 15-49 All women aees 15-49 All men aees 15-49 

Users and Users and Users and 

Maximum price Potential potential Potential potential Potential potential 

in UAH Users users users Users users users Users users users 

0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

0.5 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

2 97.7 100.0 97.9 98.2 98.9 98.3 98.9 99.4 98.9 

4 81.9 87.2 82.4 84.7 83.4 84.5 87.0 78.6 85.9 

6 51 .1 58.5 51 .7 55.6 48.8 54.5 59.5 49.3 58.2 

8 27.6 34.9 28.2 28.8 30.8 29.1 35.4 31 .7 34.9 

10 18.7 28.7 19.5 20.3 23.8 20.9 26.2 23.7 25.9 

10+ 3.5 5.5 3.7 5.2 3.8 5.0 6.9 4.9 6.6 

Median 
maximum price 6 6 6 6 5 6 6 5 6 
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Table A24. Willingness to Pay for Oral Contraceptives by Residence 

Cumulative percent distribution of users and potential users by willingness to pay for one cycle of pills and residence 

Urban Rural 
Currently Currently 

Maximum price in married women All women All men ages married women All women All men ages 

UAH 15-49 ages 15-49 15-49 15-49 ages 15-49 15-49 

0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

5 100.0 100.0 99.7 100.0 100.0 100.0 

10 97.1 96.0 98.2 94.4 94.1 95.2 

30 67.2 58.6 67.1 50.7 51 .1 53 .1 

60 14.1 11 .7 17.3 6.4 5.7 2.1 

60+ 4.5 4.0 6.3 1.4 1.4 0.7 

Median 
maximum price 30.0 30.0 30.0 30.0 30.0 30.0 

Table A24a. Willingness to Pay for IUD by Residence 

Cumulative percent distribution of users and potential users by willingness to pay for one IUD and residence 

Urban Rural 
Currently Currently 

Maximum price in married women All women All men ages married women All women All men ages 

UAH 15-49 ages 15-49 15-49 15-49 ages 15-49 15-49 

0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

25 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

50 85.8 84.7 87.2 81.8 80.2 81 .2 

75 52.4 50.9 57 .1 45.8 44.3 43.3 

100 33.5 32.2 37.1 24.5 23.6 24.7 

100+ 14.2 13.3 15.9 10.0 9.1 10.6 

Median 
maximum price 75.0 75.0 75.0 60.0 60.0 60.0 

Table A24b. Willingness to Pay for Condom by Residence 

Cumulative percent distribution of users and potential users by willingness to pay for three condoms and residence 

Urban Rural 

Currently Currently 

Maximum price in married women All women All men ages married women All women All men ages 

UAH 15-49 ages 15-49 15-49 15-49 ages 15-49 15-49 

0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

0.5 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

2 98.1 98.3 99.1 97.9 98.6 98.3 

4 84.8 86.7 87.6 76.4 77.3 81.3 

6 53.4 56.4 61 .6 48.7 49.0 48.8 

8 30.0 29.4 37.9 24.9 29.1 26.4 

10 21 .0 21 .1 28.3 17.2 21.4 19.7 

10+ 4.3 4.7 7.4 3.1 6.6 4.4 

Median 
maximum price 6.0 6.0 6.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 
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Table A25. Willingness to Pay for Oral Contraceptives by Residence 

Cumulative percent distribution of current users by willingness to pay for one cycle of pills and residence 

Urban Rural 

Currently Currently 

Maximum price married women All women All men ages married women All women All men ages 

in UAH 15-49 ages 15-49 15-49 15-49 ages 15-49 15-49 

0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

5 100.0 100.0 99.7 100.0 100.0 100.0 

10 96.6 95.5 98.1 94.4 94.7 95.1 

30 66.5 57.6 66.5 48.8 52.4 52.8 

60 15.2 13.0 17.4 6.4 5.6 2.1 

60+ 4.7 4.6 6.7 0.5 1.0 0.7 

Median 
maximum price 30.0 30.0 30.0 25.0 30.0 30.0 

Table A25a. Willingness to Pay for IUD by Residence 

Cumulative percent distribution of current users by willingness to pay for one IUD and residence 

Urban Rural 

Currently Currently 

Maximum price married women All women All men ages married women All women All men ages . 

in UAH 15-49 ages 15-49 15-49 15-49 ages 15-49 15-49 

0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

25 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

50 84.5 84.5 87.4 81.4 80.2 80.4 

75 50.5 51 .0 56.0 43.7 42.6 41 .8 

100 31 .5 31 .7 35.3 23.4 22.7 24.6 

100+ 14.8 14.3 16.2 9.5 8.9 10.8 

Median 
maximum price 75.0 75.0 75.0 60.0 60.0 60.0 

Table A25b. Willingness to Pay for Condom by Residence 

Cumulative percent distribution of current users by willingness to pay for three condoms and residence 

Urban Rural 

Currently Currently 

Maximum price married women All women All men ages married women All women All men ages 

in UAH 15-49 a!les 15-49 15-49 15-49 ages 15-49 15-49 

0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

0.5 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

2 97.9 98.2 99.0 97.8 98.4 98.2 

4 84.5 86.7 88.5 75.8 77.9 82.8 

6 53.0 57.8 63.1 47.0 48.9 49.5 

8 29.4 28.8 38.7 23.8 28.8 26.2 

10 20.4 20.4 29.1 15.5 20.5 18.9 

10+ 4.5 5.0 7.8 2.4 6.3 4.1 

Median 
maximum price 6.0 6.0 6.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 

91 



Table A26. Willingness to Pay for Oral Contraceptives by Income 

Cumulative percent distribution of users and potential users by willingness to pay for one cycle of pills and household income level 

Hi~ her income (600 + H!1vna ~er month) Lower income(< 600 H!1vna ~er month) 

Currently Currently 

Maximum price in married All women All men married All women 

UAH women 15-49 ages 15-49 ages 15-49 women 15-49 ages 15-49 

0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

5 100.0 100.0 99.6 100.0 100.0 

10 99.0 98.2 98.8 91.6 92.4 

30 73.3 72.6 72.1 43.4 38.1 

60 14.7 15.2 19.0 7.5 4.7 

60+ 4.3 4.8 6.3 2.6 1.7 

Median maximum 
price 30.0 30.0 30.0 20.0 20.0 

Table A26a. Willingness to Pay for IUD by Income 

Cumulative percent distribution of users and potential users by willingness to pay for one IUD and household income level 

and employment status 

Hi~ her income (600 + H!1vna ~er month) Lower income(< 600 H!1vna ~er month) 

Currently Currently 

Maximum price in married All women All men married All women 

UAH women 15-49 al.les 15-49 ages 15-49 women 15-49 ages 15-49 

0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

25 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

50 89.5 88.9 88.6 76.4 75.7 

75 59.8 59.8 62.8 34.8 34.0 

100 38.0 38.4 41 .8 18.4 17.4 

100+ 17.2 16.9 19.2 5.6 5.4 

Median maximum 
price 75.0 75.0 78.0 50.0 50.0 

Table A26b. Willingness to Pay for Condom by Income 

All men 
ages 15-49 

100.0 
100.0 

94.9 
46.2 

2.9 
2.5 

21 .0 

All men 
ages 15-49 

100.0 
100.0 

79.0 
33.7 
16.8 
4.8 

50.0 

Cumulative percent distribution of users and potential users by willingness to pay for three condoms and household income level 

and employment status 

Higher income (600 + H!1vna per month) Lower income(< 600 H!1vna per month) 

Currently Currently 

Maximum price in married All women All men married All women All men 

UAH women 15-49 ages 15-49 ages 15-49 women 15-49 ages 15-49 ages 15-49 

0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

0.5 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

2 99.2 99.0 99.6 97.0 97.6 97.9 

4 90.4 89.0 90.1 75.8 78.7 80 .1 

6 65.2 59.7 64.7 41 .8 48.2 49.0 

8 40.9 33.7 41 .5 20.3 24.2 25.4 

10 30.0 24.5 31.2 13.7 17.3 18.4 

10+ 7.3 4.9 8.7 3.8 5.5 3.5 

Median maximum 
price 6.0 6.0 6.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 
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Table A27. Willingness to Pay for Oral Contraceptives by Income 

Cumulative percent distribution of current users by willingness to pay for one cycle of pills and household income level 

Higher income (600 + H!1vna ~er month) Lower income(< 600 H!1vna eer month) 

Currently Currently · 

Maximum price in married All women All men married 

UAH women 15-49 ages 15-49 ages 15-49 women 15-49 

0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

5 100.0 100.0 99.6 100.0 

10 98.8 98.6 98.7 90 .5 

30 72 .2 73.4 72.1 41 .5 

60 16.4 17.8 19.1 6.0 

60+ 4.5 5.6 6.8 1.9 

Median maximum 
price 30.0 30.0 30.0 20.0 

Table A27a. Willingness to Pay for IUD by Income 

Cumulative percent distribution of current users by willingness to pay for one IUD and household income level 

and employment status 

Hi 
urren y 

Maximum price in married All women All men 

UAH women 15-49 ages 15-49 ages 15-49 

0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

25 100.0 100.0 100.0 

50 88.4 88.3 88.5 

75 57.6 58.7 61 .4 33.4 

100 35.8 36.7 40.2 17.6 

100+ 17.7 17.6 19.6 5.7 

Median maximum 
price 75.0 75.0 75.0 50 .0 

Table A27b. Willingness to Pay for Condom by Income 

All women 
ages 15-49 

100.0 
100.0 

91 .4 
36.2 

3.8 
1.6 

15.0 

All women 
ages 15-49 

100.0 
100.0 

76.0 
34.1 
18.0 

5.7 

50.0 

Cumulative percent distribution of current users by willingness to pay for three condoms and household income level 

and employment status 

All men 
ages 15-49 

100.0 
100.0 
94.7 
44.7 

3.1 
2.6 

20.0 

All men 
ages 15-49 

100.0 
100.0 

79.1 
33.4 
16.7 

5.0 

50 .0 

Hi~Jher income (600 + H!1vna ~er month) Lower income (< 600 H!1vna ~er month) 

Currently Currently 

Maximum price in married All women All men married All women All men 

UAH women 15-49 ages 15-49 ages 15-49 women 15-49 ages 15-49 ages 15-49 

0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

0.5 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

2 98 .5 99.0 99.5 96.7 97.4 97.8 

4 85.7 88.4 91 .0 75.8 79.6 81 .3 

6 56 .9 60.2 66.0 41 .9 49.5 50.1 

8 32 .9 33.7 41.9 19.7 22.8 25.8 

10 23 .1 24.0 31.5 12.4 16.0 18.6 

10+ 4.1 5.1 8.9 3.4 5.7 3.7 

Median maximum 
price 6.0 6.0 6.0 5.0 5.0 6.0 
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Table A28. Willingness to Pay for Oral Contraceptives by Region 

Cumulative percent distribution of users and potential users by willingness to pay for one cycle of pills and region 

West North Central South East 

Currently Currently Currently Currently Currently 

married All All married All All married All All married All All married All All 

Maximum price women women men women women men women women men women women men women women men 

in UAH 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15·49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15·49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 

0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

5 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 99 .3 100.0 98.2 100.0 

10 95.2 95.4 100.0 96.7 96.4 . 94.7 93.0 93.0 97.1 95 .7 94.0 97.6 97.1 93.0 94.4 

30 63.5 60.5 69.6 64.6 66.8 48.8 52.5 51.9 54.3 51 .1 43.6 59.1 56.7 50.4 63.6 

60 7.2 6.6 11 .6 15.8 16.2 12.9 12.1 10.2 10.8 9.5 7.5 12.5 11.6 8.9 13.3 

60+ 3.6 2.6 4.3 4.7 3.7 5.6 0.5 2.1 3.1 3.9 3.6 6.7 4.3 3.0 2.0 

Median 
maximum price 30.0 30.0 30.0 30.0 30.0 25.0 30.0 30.0 30.0 30.0 22.0 30.0 30.0 30.0 30.0 

Table A28a. Willingness to Pay for IUD by Region 

Cumulative percent distribution of users and potential users by willingness to pay for one IUD and residence 

West North Central South East 

Currently Currently Currently Currently Currently 

married All All married All All married All All married All All married All All 

Maximum price women women men women women men women women men _women women men women women men 

inUAH 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 

0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

25 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 99.5 99.6 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

50 87.3 87.8 87.5 74.8 73.8 86.1 84.0 80.7 82.7 82.1 80.5 84.0 75.7 77.2 74.0 

75 54.5 54.6 60.5 44.4 46.2 45.2 44.8 43 .6 47.8 52.0 47.8 52 .0 38.6 37.9 43 .9 

100 33.3 33.7 37.8 28.1 29.3 32.2 23.8 23.4 26.5 30.6 27.8 34.1 26 .1 23.6 28.4 

100+ 17.5 17.3 19.8 12.7 14.1 16.0 5.1 4.3 5.5 16.7 15.0 20.4 8.6 7.8 10.7 

Median 
maximum price 75.0 75.0 75.0 50.0 50.0 52.0 60.0 60.0 60.0 75 .0 65.0 75 .0 50.0 50.0 60.0 

---

Table A28b. Willingness to Pay for Condom by Region 

Cumulative percent distribution of users and potential users by willingness to pay for three condoms and residence 

West North Central South East 

(.;urrently Currently Currenlly (.;Urrently (.;urrently 

married All All married All All married All All married All All married All All 

Maximum price women women men women women men women women men women women men women women men 

in UAH 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 

0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

0.5 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

2 99.2 99.4 100.0 100.0 100.0 99 .2 96.7 97.7 98.1 94.5 96.7 97.4 97.5 97.7 98.7 

4 84.0 84 .5 86 .1 84.0 86 .2 87.9 81.4 85.6 81.4 79.5 81.2 85 .5 76.6 81 .6 83.8 

6 59.0 57.4 54 .9 47 .3 49.9 62.7 46.1 51.0 53 .7 48.8 55.8 57 .3 48 .7 54.0 56.5 

8 34.7 34.1 33.1 25.5 26.0 42 .2 24.6 27.2 32.5 25 .5 24.8 28.3 26 .6 32.2 34.6 

10 24.8 24.7 24.7 20.8 19.9 36.3 16.0 18.5 26 .0 16.7 16.7 16.3 18.3 24.9 24.6 

10+ 4.7 5.9 5.2 2.3 4.3 9.2 3.5 4.6 6.6 4.0 3.0 3.0 5.4 7.3 7.5 

Median 
maximum price 6.0 6.0 6.0 5.0 5.0 6.0 5.0 6.0 6.0 5.0 6.0 6.0 5.0 6.0 6.0 
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Table A29. Willingness to Pay for Oral Contraceptives by Region 

Cumulative percent distribution of current users by willingness to pay for one cycle of pills and region 

West North Central South East 

c-urrenuy ·curremry Turremry c-urrently c;urrentty 

married All All married All All married All All married All All married All All 

Maximum pi'ice women women men women women men women women men women women men women women men 

in UAH 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 

0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

5 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

10 100.0 97.6 100.0 100.0 100.0 93.0 100.0 99 .0 100.0 97.9 98.4 97.9 100.0 100.0 100.0 

30 81 .5 75.7 86.0 83.3 86.6 62.1 53.1 54 .8 65.1 61.1 63.5 63.1 71.6 69.2 79.2 

60 8.6 9.4 13.8 20.1 20.3 13.2 11 .0 8.6 8.6 15.0 15.8 16.4 17.5 16.2 22.4 

60+ 6.3 4.7 10.5 5.3 8.3 0.0 1.2 0.8 4.9 6.6 9.3 11.7 6.0 4.9 3.8 

Median 
maximum price 34.0 34.0 37.0 30.0 30.0 30.0 30.0 30.0 30.0 30.0 30.0 30.0 30.0 30.0 30.0 

---

Table A29a. Willingness to Pay for IUD by Region 

Cumulative percent distribution of current users by willingness to pay for one IUD and residence 

West North Central South East 

c-urrenuy c-urrenuy c;urren y c;urrentty c;urrenuy 

married All All married All All married All All married All All married All All 

Maximum price women women men women women men women women men women women men women women men 

inUAH 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 

0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

25 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

50 91 .6 91 .9 92.3 81.5 83.4 93.2 89.2 88.7 90.6 90.4 89.2 88.7 76.5 78.7 79.0 

75 62. 5 63.2 65.5 45.1 50.1 48.1 49.3 49.6 55.3 59.4 58.2 55.0 39.8 39.7 43.9 

100 40.3 42.6 42.0 30.1 35.0 31.0 27.6 27.5 30.3 35.8 33.8 38.7 26.2 24.0 26.4 

100+ 23.3 24.7 26.6 9.6 13.8 14.5 6.8 6.3 7.3 24.0 22.0 25.9 9.0 7.6 8.7 

Median 
maximum price 75.0 75.0 80.0 60.0 75.0 60.0 70.0 70.0 75.0 75.0 75.0 75.0 60.0 60.0 . 60.0 

---- -- ---

Table A29b. Willingness to Pay for Condom by Region 

Cumulative percent distribution of current users by willingness to pay for three condoms and residence 

West North Central South East 

c;urrenuy c;urrentty c;urrently c-urrenuy c-urrenuy 

married All All married All All married All All married All All married All All 

Maximum price women women men women women men women women men women women men women women men 

inUAH 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 15-49 

0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

0.5 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

2 99.4 99.6 100.0 100.0 100.0 99.9 96.1 96.5 98.5 94.3 96.2 97.2 97.4 97.2 98.9 

4 85.3 86.1 87.7 83.6 86.0 89.3 83.1 86.3 86.8 81.7 81 .6 86.9 76.1 79.8 87.2 

6 63.4 61.9 57.2 43.3 48.7 65.2 47.5 53.3 60.1 46.1 51 .8 57.6 49.8 53.6 62.8 

8 36.1 36.1 35.0 24.1 21 .7 47.9 23.4 28.6 38.4 21 .2 26.9 28.4 25.7 29.5 38.4 

10 23.5 24.1 27.7 19.2 16.9 40.0 13.0 16.9 30.4 12.8 16.7 14.8 20.0 24.0 29.0 

10+ 3.9 5.5 6.6 0.7 2.1 9.0 3.3 4.2 9.1 1.4 1.6 2.6 6.5 8.6 8.3 

Median 
maximum price 6.0 6.0 6.0 5.0 5.0 7.0 5.0 6.0 6.0 5.0 6.0 6.0 5.0 6.0 6.0 
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Table A30. Willingness to Pay for Oral Contraceptives by Employment Status 

Cumulative percent distribution of users and potential users by willingness to pay for one cycle of pills and employment status 

Em~loted 
urrently 

Unem~o~ed* 
· urrently 

Maximum price married All women All men ages married All women All men ages 

in UAH women 15-49 . ages 15-49 15-49 women 15-49 ages 15-49 15-49 

0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

5 100.0 99.3 99.7 100.0 100.0 100.0 

10 97.6 95.3 97.6 91.1 89.3 95.9 

30 59.2 55.5 60.9 53.6 52.1 59.7 

60 12.1 10.2 13.3 8.5 8.2 5.1 

60+ 4.4 4.0 5.3 2.2 2.1 2.6 

Median maximum 
price 30.0 30.0 30.0 30.0 30.0 30.0 

Table A30a. Willingness to Pay for IUD by Employment Status 

Cumulative percent distribution of users and potential users by willingness to pay for one IUD and employment status 

Em~loyed Unem~lo~ed* 

Currently Currently 

Maximum price married All women All men ages married All women All men ages 

in UAH women 15-49 ages 15-49 15-49 women 15-49 ages 15-49 15-49 

0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

25 100.0 100.0 100.0 99.6 99.7 100.0 

so 83.7 82.5 84.6 75.2 75.2 67.7 

75 47.4 45.9 53.0 44.7 44.5 30.8 

100 28.8 27.6 33.4 28.0 27.0 15.9 

100+ 11.7 10.9 14.3 11.8 11.3 4.8 

Median maximum 
price 65.0 60.0 75.0 60.0 60.0 . 50.0 

Table A30b. Willingness to Pay for Condom by Employment Status 

Cumulative percent distribution of users and potential users by willingness to pay for three condoms and employment status 

Em~lo~ed Unem~lo~ed* 

Currently Currently 

Maximum price married All women All men ages married All women All men ages 

in UAH women 15-49 ages 15-49 15-49 women 15-49 ages 15-49 15-49 

0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

0.5 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

2 97.3 97.9 98.8 98.2 98.0 97.8 

4 83.5 85.2 87.9 75.3 76.8 75.9 

6 53.0 55.4 61 .3 43.5 45.1 44.5 

8 29.9 30.8 38.3 19.3 22.5 26.6 

10 20.6 21.8 29.2 16.0 18.1 18.0 

10+ 4.0 4.9 7.1 3.7 4.0 4.0 

Median maximum 
price 6.0 6.0 6.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 

• Unemployed does not include persons on maternity leave or not in the labor force . 
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Table A31. Willingness to Pay for Oral Contraceptives by Income and Employment Status 

Cumulative percent distribution of current users by willingness to pay for one cycle of pills and employment status 

Em~lo:ted Unem~lo:ted• 

Currently Currently 

Maximum price married . All women All men ages married All women All men ages 

in UAH women 15-49 ages 15-49 15-49 women 15-49 ages 15-49 15-49 

0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

5 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

10 100.0 99.2 98.2 96.9 97.5 100.0 

30 70.1 68.8 70.9 61 .3 63.2 65.0 

60 14.9 14.6 17.3 11 .5 11 .3 4.7 

60+ 6.5 6.8 7.3 2.5 3.1 4.7 

Median maximum 
price 30.0 30.0 30.0 30.0 30.0 30.0 

Table A31a. Willingness to Pay for IUD by Income and Employment Status 

Cumulative percent distribution of current users by willingness to pay for one IUD and employment status 

Em~lo:ted Unem~lo:ted• 

Currently Currently 

Maximum price married All women All men ages married All women All men ages 

in UAH women 15-49 ages 15-49 15-49 women 15-49 ages 15-49 15-49 

0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

25 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

50 87.8 87.4 88.4 81 .5 82.5 82.0 

75 51.4 50.9 55.5 50.3 52.0 35.4 

100 31.3 31.0 35.0 32.0 31.8 17.6 

100+ 13.7 13.3 16.6 15.6 15.5 5.6 

Median maximum 
price 75.0 75.0 75.0 75.0 75.0 60 .0 

Table A31b. Willingness to Pay for Condom by Income and Employment Status 

Cumulative percent distribution of current users by willingness to pay for three condoms and employment status 

Em~lo:ted Unem~o:ted• 

Currently urrently 

Maximum price married All women All men ages married All women All men ages 

in UAH women 15-49 ages 15-49 15-49 women 15-49 ages 15-49 15-49 

0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

0.5 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

2 97.0 97.5 98.8 99.2 98.9 99.0 

4 84.1 85.7 88 .8 76.3 79.0 81 .7 

6 53.0 55.5 62.8 43.8 49.1 50.8 

8 29.5 30.3 39.2 19.3 23.9 29.5 

10 19.4 20.5 29.9 15.2 18.9 19.7 

10+ 3.2 4.9 7.6 3.6 4.3 4.6 

Median maximum 
price 6.0 6.0 6.0 5.0 5.0 6.0 

• Unemployed does not include persons on maternity leave or not in the labor force . 

97 



Table A32. Response to Unaffordable Pricing 
Responses to question"What would you do if the price for your method of preference 

were higher than you could afford?", current and potential users by method 

Currently 
married All women All men 

women 15-49 ages 15-49 ages 15-49 

Oral contraceptives 
Find a way to pay 33.6 31 .7 40.2 

Find less expensive source of supply 21 .0 21 .7 17.2 

Change to less expensive method 28.2 27.9 32.3 

Change to less expensive brand/type 11 .8 12.9 8.7 

Stop using contraception altogether 3.0 3.8 0.9 

Other 
Don't know/non-response 2.4 2.0 0.7 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Number of respondents 218 351 174 

IUD 
Find a way to pay 43.6 41 .9 52 .1 

Find less expensive source of supply 20.3 21 .8 16.8 

Change to less expensive m~thod 21 .6 22.2 20.1 

Change to less expensive brand/type 10.0 9.4 6.8 

Stop using contraception altogether 3.6 4.0 3.0 

Other 0.2 0.2 

Don't know/non-response 0.6 0.5 1.2 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Number of respondents 771 938 551 

Condom 
Find a way to pay 33.2 33.2 44.7 

Find less expensive source of supply 31 .1 31.9 28.3 

Change to less expensive method 16.4 15.4 11 .1 

Change to less expensive brand/type 10.5 12.2 10.4 

Stop using contraception altogether 6.3 5.3 3.7 

Other 0.6 0.6 0.8 

Don't know/non-response 1.9 1.6 1.0 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Number of respondents 628 1067 1722 
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Table A33. The Cost-Access Trade-off 

Percent distribution of responses to conjoint questions on pricing and access by method 

Currently 
married All women All men ages 

women 15-49 ages 15-49 15-49 

Oral contraceptives 
Higher price and better access 3.7 2.3 2.8 

Current price and time 59.5 59 .0 59.1 

Lower price but longer time to obtain 35 .5 37.4 36 .0 

Don't know/Difficult to Answer 1.3 1.3 2.2 

100.0 100.0 100.0 

IUD 
Higher price and better access 2.3 2.1 2.4 

Current price and time 54.0 52 .0 65 .0 

Lower price but longer time to obtain 42.3 44 .5 30 .5 

Don't know/Difficult to Answer 1.5 1.4 2.0 

100.0 100.0 100.0 

Condom 
Higher price and better access 1.2 1.4 2.8 

Current price and time 66.7 64.0 70.3 

Lower price but longer time to obtain 30 .5 32 .1 25.2 

Don't know/Difficult to Answer 1.7 2.5 1.7 

100.0 100.0 100.0 
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Table A34. Willingness to Pay for a Contraceptive Implant 

Cumulative percent of respondents by amount willing to pay for a contraceptive implant by residence 

Ukraine 
Currently 

married All women All men ages 

Price women 15-49 ages 15-49 15-49 

0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

50 99.4 99 .5 99.1 

75 70.1 69.1 72.9 

100 55.3 54.1 55.4 

125 22.6 23.7 24.7 

125+ 15.0 15.4 16.7 

Urban 
Currently 

married All women All men ages 

Price women 15-49 ages 15-49 15-49 

0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

50 99.8 99 .9 99.0 

75 73.7 72.5 77.7 

100 59.4 58.8 59 .8 

125 25.5 26.8 29.1 

125+ 16.5 16.9 19.3 

Rural 
Currently 

married All women All men ages 

Price women 15-49 ages 15-49 15-49 

0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

50 98.6 98 .8 99 .3 

75 63.6 62.0 63.7 

100 47 .8 44.6 47.2 

125 17.1 17.2 16.5 

125+ 12.2 12.3 11 .7 
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Table A34a. Willingness to Pay for a Contraceptive Injectable 

Cumulative percent of respondents by amount willing to pay for a contraceptive injection by residence 

Ukraine 
Currently 

married All women All men ages 

Price women 15-49 ages 15-49 15-49 

0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

5 100.0 100.0 99 .7 

25 82.6 84 .1 85 .6 

50 36.0 35 .2 39 .7 

50+ 11.4 12.5 15.6 

Urban 
Currently 

married All women All men ages 

Price women 15-49 ages 15-49 15-49 

0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

5 100.0 100.0 99.5 

25 84.2 86.3 89.5 

50 39.4 37 .6 45.8 

50+ 12.9 14.0 18.8 

Rural 
Currently 

married All women All men ages 

Price women 15-49 ages 15-49 15-49 

0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

5 100.0 100.0 100.0 

25 79.3 78 .9 77.0 

50 29.3 29.6 26.3 

50+ 8.5 8.9 8.6 
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Appendix B: Questionnaire: 
Willingness and Ability to Pay Survey (WAPS) 

LJ I 
Region Area type PTUS# Statistics 

code 

FILLED IN BY AN ENUMERATOR BEFORE AN INTERVIEW 

First and last name of an enumerator: ---~~---.--:---:---.-::-:------
Date of interview: ' 2004 Interview duration: ___ min. 
City (UTC, village): 
Area type (rural, urban) (urban- 1; rural - 2) ________ _ 

Rayon: -------------------
Oblast ----------------

A1. RESPONDENT'S SEX: 1. Male 2. Female 

A2. RESPONDENT'S AGE: -------(Complete years) 

A3. RESPONDENT'S MARITAL STATUS: 

1. Bachelor/single 3. Divorced 
2. Married 4. Widower I widow 

A4. RESPONDENT'S EDUCATION: 

1. Complete high 
2. Base high 
3. Incomplete high 
4. General secondary 

5. Base general secondary 
6. Elementary general secondary 
7. No elementary general 
8. Illiterate 

A5. RESPONDENT'S SOCIAL-ECONOMIC STATUS: 
1. Employee 
2. Employer 
3. Member of a collective enterprise, cooperative venture 
4. Family member working for free in a family business 
5. Self-employed 
6. Pensioner 
7. Student 
8. Pupil 
9. Unemployed (temporary does not work) 
1 0. Housewife 
11. In maternity leave 
12. Other 
99. Don't know, Difficult to answer ... 

INTERVIEW RESULT CODE 
1. Completed Interview 
2. Nobody Home 
3. Respondent not at home 
4. Refusal by selected respondent 
5. Partial (interrupted) Interview 

A7. QUESTIONNAIRE VERSION 

Household# 

1. "Face-to-face" interview 2. Self-administratin uestionnaire 

• Now we would like to ask you to answer several questions on reproductive health. Your answers 

will help the Ministry of Health of Ukraine to provide the population with family planning services. 

• This module usually takes about 20 to 30 minutes to complete. 

• To your attention: there are no right or wrong answers, we are interested in your opinion as it is. 

• Whatever information you provide will be kept strictly confidential and any organization or person 

will not get access to your responses. 
• May we begin this part of the interview now? 

******************•****************************************•******************•*** 
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TELL ME PLEASE, 

1. Do you or your partner have children? 

1. No 4. Yes, three children 
2. Yes, one child 5. Yes, four children 
3. Yes, two children 6. Yes, five children or more . 

99. Don't know, difficult to answer 

2. How many children would you like to have in the future? 

1. None 5.Four children 
2. One child 6. Five children or more 

3. Two children 7. Want children but don't know how 
many 

4.Three children 99. Don't know, difficult to answer 

QUESTIONS ON KNOWLEDGE OF CONTRACEPTIVES METHODS (UNWANTED PREGNANCY 
PREVENTION METHODS) 

3. Now please, what methods for avoiding pregnancy do you know of, among those listed in 
the card? 

(Use card# 1. Mark all methods that you know of, aware of, heard of) 

1. Male condom - a protection device that men can put on their penis before sexual intercourse. 

(it can be latex and not) 
2. Diaphragm or Cervical cap or Female condom - a thin flexible disk or sheath that women can 

place in their vagina before intercourse. 
3. Spermicides or Cream or Jelly or Foam or vaginal pills or suppositories- women can place foam, 

jelly, or cream in their vagina before intercourse. 
4. IUD - intra uterine device - an intra-uterine loop or similar device inserted by a medical 

professional. 
5. Oral hormonal contraceptives (pills) - women can take a pill every day in order to avoid 

becoming pregnant 
6. Hormonal injection - an injection provided to a woman by a health provider which helps to 

avoid becoming pregnant for one or more months 
7. Hormonal implant - a doctor can insert several small rods placed in a woman's upper arm 

which can prevent pregnancy for up to 5 years 
8. Emergency contraception - a woman can take pills up to three days after sexual intercourse or 

a doctor can insert IUD in her body 
9. Lactation amenorrhea method - up to 6 months after childbirth, a woman can use a method 

that requires that she breastfeeds at least 6 times a day and after each 6 hours at night 
10. Withdrawal- men can be careful and pull out before climax 
11 . Calendar method - avoiding pregnancy through not having sexual intercourse on the days of 

the month she is most likely to get pregnant 
12. Abstinence- withholding from sexual activity 
13. Douching - a woman sometimes cleanses her vagina after intercourse in order to extract the 

remaining of sperm 
14. Tubal ligation (female sterilization)- surgical procedure to permanently prevent pregnancy 

15. Vasectomy (male sterilization) - surgical procedure to permanently prevent pregnancy 
16. Other methods 

PLEASE CONTINUE ON NEXT PAGE 
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4. Can you tell please from what sources (or from whom) have you first heard about the 

existence of contraception methods that you know? 
Use card# 2 (It is possible to mark SEVERAL response categories) 

1. Teachers at school 
2. Friends 
3. Parents 
4. Other relatives 
5. Sexual partner 
6. Health workers 

7. Advertising and informational materials (booklets, leaflets, booklets, etc.) 

8. Periodicals (newspapers, magazines) 
9 . Popular scientific and reference literature 
10. TV programs 
11 . Broad-casting 

12. Internet 
13. Other sources 
99. Don't know, difficult to answer 

5. Which information source do you consider THE MOST useful among those that you 

named? 
Use card # 3 (Mark ONE response category) 

1. Teachers at school 
2. Friends 
3. Parents 
4. Other relatives 
5. Sexual partner 
6. Health workers 
7. Advertising and informational materials (booklets, leaflets, booklets, etc.) 

8. Periodicals (newspapers, magazines) 
9. Popular scientific and reference literature · 
10. TV programs · 

·11 . Broad-casting 

12. Internet 
13. Other sources 

99. Don't know, difficult to answer 

6. Have you EVER used any method of contraception, have you done anything to avoid 

pregnancy? 
1. Yes 
2. No 
99. Don't Know, difficult to answer 

7. Do you (or your partner) use any contraception methods AT PRESENT or do you do 

1. Yes 
anything to avoid pregnancy? 

2. No .............. skip to question 21 on page 7 
9. Don't Know, difficult to answer 

PLEASE CONTINUE ON NEXT PAGE 
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8. Which method of contraception do you or your partner use AT PRESENT in order to avoid 

pregnancy? If you use several methods mark one of them- the main one. 

Use card# 1. Mark only ONE response category. If two or more methods are used indicate the one you 

· consider the MAIN (name first). 
1. Condom (male) 
2. Diaphragm/Cervical cap/Female condom/ 
3. Spermicides/Cream/Jelly/FoamNaginal pills/ Suppositories 
4. IUD 
5. Oral hormonal contraceptives (pills) 
6. Hormonal injections 
7. Hormonal implants 
8. Emergency contraception 
9. Lactation amenorrhea method .••.•....•••..•.•..••...•.....•••.••... 

10. Withdrawal .•......•...........•..•.....••...••...•..•.•..•.....••.••••....... 
11 . Calendar method......................................................... skip to question 16, page 6 

12. Abstinence .•.•.••...•...•.•..••...•..•••....••..••..•••.••...••••..••.•...... 
13. Douching,,, •...•...••..................••....•.....•.•...•.....•............. 
14. Tubal ligation (female sterilization) ............•................... skip to question 39, page 10 

15. Vasectomy (male sterilizationL •.......•........•....•.......•..••. skip to question 39 , page 10 

16. Other methods .................................•......................•.... ~.~llt. to question 16, page 6 
99. Don't know, difficult to answer 

9. Have you (or your partner) received counseling anywhere before starting the use of the 

contraception method that you named? 
1. Yes 
2. No ...................... ......................................................... skip to question 10 on page 4 
9. Don't know, difficult to answer 

10. Where exactly have you (or your partner) received counseling on contraception method 

(means) usage ? 
Use card 4. It is possible to mark several response categories) 

1. Women's consultation (public) 
2. Women's consultation (private) 
3. Maternity hospital or obstetric (gynecological) department (public) 

4. Maternity hospital or obstetric (gynecological) department (private) 

5. Family planning and human reproduction center 

6. Public clinic of general profile 
7. Public Policlinic gynecological office 
8. Rural ambulatory 
9. Rural FOP (Feldsher-obstetrician point) 

10. Private clinic/physician 
11. Family doctor (public) 
12. Family doctor (private) 
13. Youth friendly clinics 
14. Other facility 
15. Pharmacy, pharmaceutical kiosk 
99. Don't know, difficult to answer 

PLEASE CONTINUE ON NEXT PAGE 
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11. Where did you receive the actual contraception method LAST TIME? 

Use card 5. Mark ONE category (where the method was received last time) 

1. Pharmacy, pharmaceutical kiosk 
2. Women's consultation (public) 
3. Women's consultation (private) 
4. Maternity hospital or obstetric (gynecological) department (public) 

5. Maternity hospital or obstetric (gynecological) department (private) 

6. Family planning and human reproduction center 
7. Public clinic of general profile 
8. Public Policlinic gynecological office 
9. Rural ambulatory 
I 0. Rural FOP (Feldsher-obstetrician point) 
11 . Private clinic/physician 
12. Family doctor (public) 
13. Family doctor (private) 
14. Youth friendly clinics 
15. Commercial kiosk 
16. Store/supermarket 
17. Family/ Friends 
18. NGO/public event 
19. Other facility /other place 
99. Don't know, difficult to answer 

12. Indicate please how much time (in minutes) did you spend last time in order to reach the 

place for obtaining the method? 
(The respondent gives spontaneous response. Mark corresponding interval of time. If the respondent 

cannot remember exactly, read the variants) 
1. Less than 15 minutes 
2. From 15 to 29 minutes 
3. From 30 to 59 minutes 
4. An hour or more 
99. Don't know, difficult to answer 

13. How long did you have to wait for receiving this method? 
(The respondent gives spontaneous response. Mark corresponding interval of time. If the respondent cannot 

remember exactly, read the variants) 
1. Less than 15 minutes 
2. From 15 to 29 minutes 
3. From 30 to 59 minutes 
4. An hour or more 
9. Don't know 
99. No Response 

INTERVIEWER/ Before the next question - check the response to QUESTION # 7 on the method that is used by 

the respondent and ask about the cost of this very method. 

14. Did you (or your partner) pay last time for receiving this contraception method? (Name the 

method from the response list to question # 7, remember that in-kind payments should also be 

assessed) 
1. Yes, paid the money 
2. Yes, in-kind payments or services 
·3. No .••••.•.•.•••..•••••••..•••..••.••••..•••.••...••••.•.•.....•..••.. skip to question 16 on page 6 
99. Don't know, difficult to answer ........................... skip to question 16 on page 6 

PLEASE CONTINUE ON NEXT PAGE 
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15. How much did you (or your partner) pay exactly for this method last time? 

(Attention! Write down the cost of THAT METHOD ONLY which you currently use (the method was 

indicated as the response to question # 8). First write down the cost and then the amount received) . 

A. If condoms: how much have you paid? hryvna 

for how many condoms? pieces. 

B. If pills : how much have you paid? hryvna 

for how many cycles? ........ .. .. .. .... ... .. . cycles 

C. If IUD: how much have you paid for IUD device? hryvna 

how much have you paid for its insertion? hryvna 

D. If other method 

how much have you paid for it? hryvna 

16. Do you (or your partner) have any problem in using the contraception method that you 

applied? 
1. Yes 
2. No ............................... skip to question 18 on the same page 
99. Don't know, difficult to answer 

17. Which problem does concern you most of all during the contraception method usage? 

Use card 7 (Mark ONE response category) 

1. Method impact to health status concerns because 6. Sometimes difficult or inconvenient to use 

of side effects 7. Partner disapproves this method usage 

2. Cost of the method 8. Impossibility to cancel the usage of this method 

3. Inaccessibility or unavailability of the method 

4. Low effectiveness of the contraception method 
9. Doctor thinks it is necessary to discontinue this 

method 

5. Sometimes forget to use 10. Other problem 
99. Don't Know, difficult to answer 

18. Would you like to substitute the contraception method you use with any different method? 

1. Yes 
2. No ............................... skip to the section on page 8 (section on willingness and ability to pay) 

99. Don't know, difficult to answer 

19. Which contraception method would you prefer if you changed the method you used at 

present for any different one? 
Use card 1. (Mark ONE response category) 

1. Condom (male) 
2. Diaphragm/Cervical cap/Female condom/ 
3. Spermicides/Cream/Jelly/FoamNaginal pills/ Suppositories 

4. IUD 
5. Oral hormonal contraceptives (pills) 
6. Hormonal injections 
7. Hormonal implants 
8. Emergency contraception 
9. Lactation amenorrhea method 
10. Withdrawal 
11 . Calendar method 
12. Abstinence 
13. Douching 

14. Tubal ligation (female sterilization) 

15. Vasectomy (male sterilization) 

16. Other method 

99. Don't know, difficult to answer 
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20. Indicate please the main cause of your non-usage of the preferred method at present. 

(Card 4 to the respondent. Mark ONE variant of the response) 

1. Religious reasons 

2. I think the method is not natural 

3. Partner or family object to its usage 

4. Lack of knowledge about this method 

5. Do not know where and how to obtain the method 

6. Medical contraindications 

7. Doctor doesn't prescribe it 

8. Fear of health problems as a result of side effects 

9. Low effectiveness 

10. Current method cannot be discontinued 

11 . Inconvenient method to use 

12. Too expensive 

13. Difficult to get, must go too far to get it 

14. Want to get pregnant and give birth 

99. Don't know, difficult to answer 

Attention! After the response for question 20 skip to section on page 7 (section on willingness and ability to 

pay) 

21. What is the main reason that you do not use any method or means for avoiding 

pregnancy? 
Use card 5. Mark ONE response category) 

1 . Haven't started sexual relationship yet ................................ skip to question 40 on page 11 
2. Against the usage of contraception methods lmeans ............ skip to question 40 on page 11 
3. Not having sex at present 
4 . Subfecund 
5. Postpartum/breastfeeding 
6. Want to get pregnant and give birth 
7. Currently pregnant (my partner is pregnant) . 
8. Partner or other family or others are opposed to the usage of contraception method /means 

9. Not using contraception due to religious reasons 
10. Contraception is not natural, interferes with body's normal processes 
11. Lack of knowledge about methods of contraception 
12. Lack of knowledge about sources of contraception methods supply 
13. Think that contraception provides negative impact on health status and causes side effects 

14. Available/affordable methods are inconvenient to use 
15. I cannot purchase the method because of its inaccessibility (it is necessary to travel far in order to get 

the needed method). 
16. I (my partner) can get abortion if needed 
17. Count on emergency contraception (after sex pill) . 
18. Too high cost of contraception methods 
19. Other cause 
99. Don't know, difficult to answer 

22. Are you planning to use any contraception in the future? 
1. Yes 
2. No ................................................. skip to question 34 on page 10 
99. Don't know, difficult to answer ....... skip to question 34 on page 10 

23. If you plan to use some contraception method in the future, when it could happen? 
1. Within the next 12 months 
2. Later than in 12 months 
9. Don't know, difficult to answer 

PLEASE CONTINUE ON NEXT PAGE 
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24. If you decided to use some contraception method in the future which method would you 
prefer? 

(Card 1 to the respondent. Mark only ONE variant of the response) 
1. Condom (male) · 
2. Diaphragm/Cervical cap/Female condomt ........................................ skip to question 31 page 9 
3. Spermicides/Cream/Jelly/FoamNaginal pills/ Suppositories .............. skip to question 31 page 9 
4. IUD 
5. Oral hormonal contraceptives (pills) 
6. Hormonal injections 
7. Hormonal implants 
8. Emergency contraception 
9. Lactation amenorrhea method 
10. Withdrawal skip to question 31 page 9 
11 . Calendar method 
12. Abstinence 
13. Douching 
14. Tubal ligation (female sterilizationL. ................................................ skip to question 34 page 10 
15. Vasectomy (male sterilization) ........................................................ skip to question 34 page 10 
16. Other method ................................................................................ skip to question 31 page 9 
99. Don't know, difficult to answewr 

WILLING NESS AND ABILITY TO PAY SECTION 
These questions are only for those, who 

either CURRENTLY use or PLAN to use in the future or would like to CHANGE for condoms, oral pills or IUD 
usage (see the responses to questions 8, 19,24) 
ATTENTION!/ Those for whom these questions are of no concern, please skip to question 34 on page 10. 

Prices for contraception methods sometimes change. Their cost depends upon the place of 
purchasing, brand and other reasons. Please indicate what is the highest price you or your partner would 
be able to afford and willing to pay for the method you currently use (plan to use). 

Mark those response categories that you agree with using the sign v in the table. 
Attention! Fill in the tables of those methods that you currently use and/or plan to use in the future. It can be 
possibly more than one method (for example, if you use condoms but want to change for oral contraceptives -
mark the responses for both condoms and oral contraceptives). 

Ask about THE VERY method that is currently used, or the future preferred method by the respondent. 
Name gradually the growing price until the respondent says "No"(too expensive) . Indicate all acceptable prices in 
the table. · 
ATTENTION! Tables with the prices for methods that are not use, or will not be used in the future should not be 
filled in. More than one method is possible (For example, a current condom user, who would prefer to use an oral 
hormonal). · 

IF YOU CURRENTLY USE, OR PLAN TO USE CONDOM TO AVOID PREGNANCY: 

25. Affordable price for one pack of 3 condoms in hryvna: (indicate all variants of affordable 
price) 

Price for one pack of 3 0,5 2 4 6 8 10 
More 

condoms, in hryvna than 10 
Affordabie price for you 
{--1) 

26. What is the highest price you or your partner would pay for one pack of 3 condoms? (write down 
into the cell) 

hryvna 

PLEASE CONTINUE ON NEXT PAGE 
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IF YOU CURRENTLY USE, OR PLAN TO USE ORAL CONTRACEPTIVES (PILLS) TO AVOID PREGNANCY: 

27. Affordable price for one cycle of oral contraceptives in hryvna: . (indicate all variants of affordable 

price) 

Price for one month 5 10 30 60 . 
Over 

cycle, in hryvna 60 

Affordable 
(.Y) 

price for you 

28. What is the highest price you or your partner would pay for one cycle of oral contraceptives 

(pills)? (write down into the cell) 

hryvna 

IF YOU CURRENTLY USE OR PLAN TO USE IUD TO AVOID PREGNANCY: 

29. Affordable price for IUD and its insertion in hryvna: (indicate all variants of affordable price) 

Price for IUD and its 25 50 75 100 More 

insertion, in hryvna than 100 

Affordable price for you 
(.Y) 

30. What is the highest price you (or your partner) would pay for IUD and its insertion? (write down into 

the cell) 
hryvna 

31. What would you do if the preferred method cost more than you could afford? 

Use card 10 
1 . Find a way to pay 
2. Find the place where it is cheaper 
3. Change to a less expensive method 
4. Change to a less expensive brand/ type of this method 

5. Stop using contraception altogether 
6. Other 
99. Don't know, difficult to answer 

32. Please choose the variant of purchasing contraception methods which is most suitable for you: 

INTERVIEWER! (Read out the variants of responses. Indicate only ONE variant of response) 

I would like to purchase Cost of contraception 
contraception methods methods and time that I 

I am ready to pay more if I Don't know, 
with iower price even if il spend on getting them are 

spend less time on getting difficult to answer 
requires more time to get quite suitable for me 

them 

them 

1 2 3 4 

PLEASE CONTINUE ON NEXT PAGE 
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33. Please score the cost of the listed contraception methods 
(Mark ONE response category for EACH method). 

Contraception method Inexpensive I can afford it 

1.Condoms 1 2 

2.Hormonal pills 1 2 

3.1UD and its insertion 1 2 

Too expensive Don't know, 
difficult to 

answer 

3 4 

3 4 

3 4 

34. If you or your partner were offered to receive injection to avoid pregnancy for 3 months would you 

accept such method of contraception? 
1. Yes 
2. No ........................................... skip to question 37 on page iO 
99. Don't know, difficult to answer skip to question 37 on page 10 

35. How much would you will to pay for such method? 
(INTERVIEWER! Consequently name and mark with the sign (.Y) the price affordable for the respondent in the 

table until it becomes too expensive. (until the respondent says "NO'J 

Price of injection ' in More 
hryvna 5 25 50 than 

50 
Affordable 
(.Y) 

price for you 

36. What is the highest price you (or your partner) would pay for such injection? (write down into the 

cell) 

hryvna 

37. If you or your partner were offered to receive an implant that would avoid pregnancy for 5 years 

would you accept such method of contraception? 
1. Yes 
2. No ........................................... skip to question 40 on page II 
99. Don ' t know, difficult to answer skip to question 40 on page II 

38. How much would you will to pay for such method? 

(INTERVIEWER! Consequently name and mark with the sign (.Y) the price affordable for the respondent in the 

table until it becomes too expensive. (until the respondent says "NO'J 

Price of implant, in More 
hryvna 50 75 100 125 than 

125 
Affordable price for you 
(") 

39. What is the highest price you (or your partner) would pay for such implant? (write down into the 

cell) 

hryvna 
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1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

40. And, finally the last question. 
Use card 12. Mark ONE response category. 

Look at the card please and name the accumulative monthly income of all household members. It 

is important for the understanding of income capacity on contraception usage among such 

people like you. If necessary ask other members of your household if they are more aware of this 

issue. 
Less than 100 hryvna 9. From 800 to 899 hryvna 

From 100 to 199 hryvna 10. From 900 to 999 hryvna 

From 200 to 299 hryvna 11 . From 1000 to 1499 hryvna 

From 300 to 399 hryvna 12. From 1500 to 2000 hryvna 

From 400 to 499 hryvna 13. From 2000 to 2499 hryvna 

From 500 to 599 hryvna 14. From 2500 to 2999 hryvna 

From 600 to 699 hryvna 15. More than 3000 hryvna 

From 700 to 799 hryvna 16. Don't know 

End of the interview. 

THANK YOU VERY MUCH FOR YOUR PARTICIPATION IN THE SURVEY! 

We want to emphasize once more that all the information provided by you will be kept 

confidentially and will be used exclusively for health services planning purposes. 

ALL THE BEST! 
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Appendix C: Estimation Procedures for the 2004 Willingness and Ability to Pay Survey 

1. Background 

The Willingness and' Ability to Pay Survey (W APS) was conducted in November 2004 as a 

rider to the Ukraine Labor Force Survey (LFS), which is carried out monthly by the Ukraine 

State Statistics Committee (SSC). Statinform Consulting (SIC) was responsible for 

implementing the 2004 W APS data collection and processing, in coordination with the SSC. 

The Institute of Demography and Social Research, National Academy of Sciences of Ukraine 

(NAS), developed the weighting procedures for the LFS and W APS. 

The sample for theW APS includes all sample households selected for the November 2004 

LFS. The eligible respondents for the WAPS were all persons ofboth genders age 15 to 49 

years who were usual residents of the LFS sample households. The sample design for the 

LFS and W APS are described in the report on "Sample Design for Ukraine Labor Force 

Survey and the Willingness and Ability to Pay Rider Survey" (Megill, July 2004). 

The purpose of this report is to describe the weighting procedures for the 2004 W APS data 

and the methodology used for the variance estimation. The consultant worked in 

collaboration with Volodymyr Sarioglo, Head ofDepartment of Social-Demographic 

Statistics, NAS, who. developed the weighting procedures for the LFS. Sarioglo and Olga 

Lysa, Mathematical Statistician at NAS, also assisted the consultant in obtaining all the 

information required to produce the tables of standard errors for the most important survey 

estimates. 

2. Weighting Procedures for 2004 WAPS 

In order for the sample estimates from the 2004 W APS to be representative of the population 

of men and women ages 15 to 49 years in the Ukraine, it is necessary to multiply the data by 

a sampling weight, or expansion factor. The basic weight for each sample person would be 

equal to the inverse of their probability of selection, based on the LFS sample design. The 

LFS sampling frame was stratified by oblast, urban and rural. The urban strata were further 

divided into: (1) large cities with a population of 80,000 or more, which were selected with a 

first stage probability of 1 and were therefore self-representing; and (2) smaller cities and 

towns, which were selected with probability proportional to size (PPS) at the first sampling 

stage, with the measure of size based on the population. Within each sample city, a sample of 

segments (PTUS) were selected with PPS. The rural areas in each oblast were stratified by 

rayon, and a sample of segments was selected within each rayon with PPS. 

The weighting procedures for the 2004 W APS are similar to those for the LFS, described in 

the report "Temporary System for Grossing LFS 2004 Data" (Sarioglo, NAS). The basic 

weight for each sample household was calculated as the inverse of the overall probability of 

selection, calculated as the product of the probabilities at each sampling stage. Given that up 

to three sampling stages were used, the basic weight can be expressed as follows: 

I 
~lijk = ' 

Pw x P211ii x P3hijk 

where: 
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W11uk = basic weight of the k-th LFS sample household in the j-th sample 

segment in the i-th sample primary sampling unit (PSU) in stratum h 

p Jhi = first stage probability of selection for the i-th sample PSU in stratum h; p Jhi = 
1 for self-representing cities and rural strata 

P2hy= second stage probability of selection for the j-:th sample segment in the i-th 

sample PSU in stratum h 

P3hyk= third stage probability of selection for the k-th LFS sample household 

in the j-th sample segment in the i-th sample PSU in stratum h 

The probability of selection at each sampling stage is based on the actual sample design. The 

sample segments within each stratum are selected with PPS, and the households within each 

segment are selected with equal probability from the listing at the last stage. 

The basic sampling weight had four different adjustment factors, defined as follows: 

au,c= adjustment factor for non-interview LFS households for estimation cell 

C within stratum h 

a211c= adjustment factor for non-interview persons in LFS sample households for 

estimation cell C within stratum h 

a311c = adjustment factor for W APS non-interview persons in sample interviewed for 

the LFS for estimation cell C within stratum h 

a4n = adjustment factor based on demographic projections for region by gender by 

5-year age group D 

In the case of the first three adjustment factors, the estimation cells were generally formed by 

grouping sample segments within a stratum to have a minimum of 70 observations per cell. 

The LFS uses the demographic projections by gender and age group at the oblast level for the 

last stage weight adjustment. However, the numerator of the fourth adjustment factor for the 

W APS weights is based on projected population for each of the five regions defined for the 

analysis, by gender and age group. The oblasts in each of these regions are listed in Table 1. 

The denominator of the fourth stage adjustment factor is the sum of the weights adjusted by 

the first three factors for all sample persons in the corresponding region by gender by 5-year 

age group. These adjustment factors are actually calculated through an iterative raking 

procedure. 

Table 1. Regional Geographic Domains for W APS Tables 

Region Oblasts/Cities 

(1) West (05) Volinska oblast 
(18) Rivnenska oblast 
(14) Lvivska oblast 
(11) Ivano-Frankivska oblast 
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(20) Temopilska oblast 
(09) Chemovitska oblast 

(27) Zakarpatsky oblast 

(23) Khmelnitska oblast 

(2) North (08) Zhitomirska oblast 
(02) Kiev City 
(03) Kievska oblast 
(26) Chemigiviska oblast 
(19) Sumska oblast 

(3) Central (17) Poltavska oblast 
(06) Dnipropetrovska oblast 

(24) Cherkasska oblast 
(12) Kirovogradska oblast 
(04) Vinnitska oblast 

(4) South (1 0) Zaporizska oblast 
(22) Khersonska oblast 
(15) Mikolaivska oblast 
(16) Odesska oblast 
(01) Autonomous Region of Crimea 
(85) Sebastopol City 

(5) East (21) Kharkivska oblast 
(07) Donetska oblast 
(13) Luganska oblast 

The final weight is calculated as follows: 

3. Variance Estimation Methodology for the 2004 W APS 

In the publication of the results from the 2004 W APS it is important to include a statement on 

the accuracy of the sample estimates. In addition to presenting tables with calculated 

sampling errors for the most important survey estimates, the different sources of nonsampling 

error should be described. 

The standard error, or square root of the variance, is used to measure the sampling error, 

although it may also include a small part of the nonsampling enor. The variance estimator 

should take into account the different aspects of the sample design, such as the stratification 

and clustering. One software program available for calculating the variances for survey 

estimates from stratified multi-stage samples such as the 2004 W APS is CENV AR, a 

component of the Integrated Microcomputer Processing System (IMPS). The CENV AR 

software is menu-driven and user-friendly, and it uses the data dictionary defined in the 

DATADICT component of IMPS. It can be used to calculate the variances of totals, means, 

proportions and other ratios. It produces subpopulation estimates for each category of a 

classification variable, and these variables can be cross-classified. For each estimate, 

CENV AR calculates the standard error, coefficient of variation (CV), 95 percent confidence 
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interval and the design effect (DEFF). This software package uses an ultimate cluster 

variance estimator. The Institute of Demography and Social Research, NAS, has a copy of 

the IMPS and CENV AR software, as well as the CENV AR manual. . The IMPS software and 

manuals can also be downloaded from the Internet for free from the U.S. Census Bureau 

website, ww,:..r.census.u:ov. 

In order to tabulate estimates of standard errors using CENV AR, it is generally necessary to 

produce a new data input file from the original survey data, in a text (ASCII) format. Since 

the CENV AR package will only accept one record type, it is necessary to generate one record 

for each unit of analysis in the CENVAR data input file. For example, in the case ofthe 

estimates by person, the CENV AR input file should have one record for each sample person. 

Each record in the CENV AR data input file should include fields for the stratum, cluster 

(PSU), weight and first stage sampling rate, in addition to the classification and analysis 

variables that are required for each CENV AR analysis. The classification variables are used 

to produce subpopulation estimates for all their respective categories. The analysis variables 

are generally continuous variables or count variables, which are equal to 1 if the unit has a 

certain characteristic and 0 otherwise. CENV AR automatically creates a count variable 

named INTERCEPT, which is equal to 1 for each record. The INTERCEPT variable can be 

used to obtain the estimate ofthe weighted total number of units (for example, the total 

number of persons), or it can be used in the denominator of a ratio in order to obtain a mean 

or proportion. 

CENV AR does not accept any blanks in the file. In the case of classification variables, any 

record with a blank should be imputed with a special code to identify "missing" or "not 

applicable." The CENV AR output will include estimates for these categories, which can be 

deleted from the tables that will be published. 

The formula for the variance of the survey estimate of a total used by CENV AR can be 

expressed as follows: 

Variance Estimator of a Total 

where: 

y11; = LW,•if x y 11 if = weighted sum ofy for the i-th sample PSU in stratum h 
j 

llJ. 1\ 

y 11 = L ~.; =weighted total of variable y for stratum h 
i=l 

f = average sampling rate for stratum h 
h 

L = number of strata 

The expression ( 1-fi,) is the finite population correction factor based on the sampling rate for 

stratum h. In the case of the selection of sample PSU s with probability proportional to size 
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(PPS), the average first stage sampling rate for the stratum can be used. Given the high first 

stage sampling rate for some of the non-self-representing cities, this finite population 

correction factor will result in reducing the corresponding variance component. 

The variance estimator of a ratio used by CENV AR can be expressed as follows: 

Variance Estimator of a Ratio 

V(R) = --h [vro + R." V(XJ- 2 R COV(i; f)], 
X 

where: 

cov(i;Y)= ±[(1- .t;,) x~ f(x~~i- x")(r~~i- f")] 
11 - 1 n" -1 ; - 1 n, n, 

V(YJ and V(XJ are calculated according to the formula for the variance of a total expressed 

previously. 

4. CENV AR Application for 2004 W APS 

The most important estimates from the 2004 W APS data were selected for the calculation of 

standard errors. Separate survey estimates were tabulated for the sample men and women, 

but one data file was generated for both. 

For the CENV AR data file it was necessary to generate new sample design variables, and 

recode some of the classification variables to define the categories needed for the tables (for 

example, 5-year age groups) . The FoxPro software was used for recoding the data file and 

generating the text data file for the CENV AR analysis, but other types of software, such as 

SPSS or Excel could also be used to generate the CENV AR data file. 

The first design variable in the data file for the CENV AR analysis is the STRATUM. Since 

the stratification of the sampling frame is different for the urban SR and NSR cities, and well 

as for the rural sample, the STRATUM code was generated differently in each case to reflect 

the lowest level of stratification. Each SR city (where the first stage probability is equal to 1) 

can be treated as an individual stratum, with the segments defined as PSUs. The catalog 

geographic codes were used for identifying the individual strata and PSUs. Within an oblast 

each large city is uniquely identified by the 3-digit GEOG1 code. The rural stratification is 

by rayon, which is also identified by the GEOG 1 code. A 9-digit code was defined for 

STRATUM, in order to provide more flexibility in case the GEOG2 code also had to be used 

for some strata. The STRATUM code for the SR cities and the rural strata were defined as 

follows: 

STRATUM= Oblast (2 digits)+ Area (1 digit)+ GEOG1 (3 digits)+ 000 

For the NSR cities the stratification is at the oblast level, so the STRATUM code was 

generated as follows: 

STRATUM= Oblast (2 digits)+ Area (1 digit)+ 000000 
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A 6-digit PSU code was generated for the first stage sampling units within each stratum. For 

the SR cities and rural strata, the PSUs are the individual sample segments (PTUS), so the 

following PSU codes were assigned to the person records: 

PSU = 000 + PTUS code (3 digits) 

In the case of the NSR urban stratum in each oblast, each city was an individual first stage 

sampling unit, so the PSU codes for the NSR cities were generated as follows: 

PSU = GEOG1 (3 digits)+ GEOG2 (3 digits) 

Once the STRATUM and PSU codes were initially generated, the distribution ofPSUs by 

stratum was examined. There were 69 strata with only one PSU, given that some sample 

segments did not have any persons age 15 to 49 with completed W APS interviews. Most of 

these were small rural strata corresponding to rayons with only two or three sample segments 

selected for the LFS. In these cases it was necessary to "collapse" (that is, combine) such 

strata with a neighboring or similar rayon in the same oblast. This was implemented by 

changing the STRATUM code for one of the rayons being combined. 

The next design variable in CENV AR is the WEIGHT, corresponding to the final adjusted 

weight for each sample person in W APS. Since the weight had three decimal places in the 

SPSS data file for W APS, it was multiplied by 1,000 to eliminate the decimal point in the 

CENV AR data file. The number of decimal places is specified in the IMPS data dictionary. 

The final design variable, RATE, corresponds to the average first stage sampling rate for each 

stratum. For the NSR cities, RATE was derived from the P1 variable in the SPSS data file 

for W APS, corresponding to the probability of selection of the city. In the case of the SR 

cities and the rural strata, RATE was derived from P2, the probability of selection for the 

segment (PTUS). The value ofRATE for each stratum was based on the average of the 

sampling rates for all sample PSUs within the stratum. Since the SPSS file had two decimal 

places for the first stage probability of selection, the RATE value was multiplied by 100 in 

the CENV AR file, with the implied decimals specified in the IMPS data dictionary. 

Some of the classification variables were copied directly from the SPSS data file for W APS. 

Variables such as 5-year age groups and region were recoded from the original WAPS data. 

It was also necessary to generate several count variables for the numerator or denominator of 

particular ratio estimates. For example, a count variable for using modem methods of 

contraception (USEMODERN) is equal to 1 if the person is currently using one of the 

modem methods, and 0 otherwise. The CENV AR analysis for subpopulation proportions 

calculates the weighted proportion of the analysis variable across all categories of a 

classification variable (summing to 100 percent across the entire file). Therefore additional 

count variables were generated for the different subpopulation proportion analyses. 

Annex I presents the listing of variables and categories in the final IMPS data dictionary for 

the CENV AR file . Annex II lists the main FoxPro program used to generate the design, 

classification and analysis variables for the CENV AR data file. 

Figure 1 in Annex III shows the specifications for the sample design menu screen for the 

CENV AR analysis. In order to apply the finite population correction factor, it is necessary to 
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specify the variable RATE for the first stage stratum rates. The two-stage option is also 
selected to make an adjustment for the second stage component of variance, as explained in 

the CENV AR manual. 

Given that all theW APS estimates are tabulated separately for each gender, it was necessary 

to cross-classify each analysis with the gender variable. Annex III shows the specifications 
for each CENV AR analysis used for tabulating the standard errors of selected estimates from 

the W APS data. 

After running the CENV AR analysis for the selected W APS estimates by subpopulation 

domains, the output was improved in a Word document which describes each estimate. 

These results are presented in Annex IV. It can be seen in these tables that the standard 
errors are reasonable for most of the key survey estimates. However, the standard errors are 

higher for some categories with few observations, so the corresponding survey estimates 
should be used with caution, or combined with other categories . These tables can be included 
in an annex to the W APS final report. 
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Appendix D: Standard Error Tables 

Each follows same column format and most use same stub. Source-of-supply and source-of-information use a different stub. 

1 Estimated Number of Women Ages 15-49 by Subpopulation 

2 Estimated Number of Men Ages 15-49 by Subpopulation 

3 Estimated Number of Currently Married Women Ages 15-49 by Subpopulation 

4 Estimated Percent of All Women Ages 15-49 Who Have Heard of Oral Hormonals by Subpopulation 

5 Estimated Percent of All Women Ages 15-49 Who Have Heard of IUD by Subpopulation 

6 Estimated Percent of All Women Ages 15-49 Who Have Heard of Condom by Subpopulation 

7 Estimated Percent of Men Ages 15-49 Who Have Heard of Oral Hormonals by Subpopulation 

8 Estimated Percent of Men Ages 15-49 Who Have Heard of IUD by Subpopulation 

9 Estimated Percent of Men Ages 15-49 Who Have Heard of Condom by Subpopulation 

10 Estimated Percent of All Women Ages 15-49 Using Contraception by Primary Source of Information About Contraception 

11 Estimated Percent of Men Ages 15-49 Using Contraception by Primary Source of Information About Contraception 

12 Estimated Percent of All Women Ages 15-49 Using Any Method of Contraception by Subpopulation 

13 Estimated Percent of All Women Ages 15-49 Using Any Modern Method of Contraception by Subpopulation 

14 Estimated Percent of All Women Ages 15-49 Using Oral Hormonals by Subpopulation 

15 Estimated Percent of All Women Ages 15-49 Using IUD by Subnopulation 

16 Estimated Percent of All Women Ages 15-49 Using Condom by Subpopulation 

17 Estimated Percent of Men Ages 15-49 Using Any Method of Contraception by Subpopulation 

18 Estimated Percent of Men Ages 15-49 Using Any Modern Method of Contraception by Subpopulation 

19 Estimated Percent of Men Ages 15-49 Using Condom by Subpopulation 

20 Estimated Percent of Currently Married Women Ages 15-49 Using Any Method of Contraception by Subpopulation Category 

Estimated Percent of Currently Married Women Ages 15-49 Currently Using a Modern Method of Contraception by Subpopulation 

21 Category 
22 Estimated Percent of Currently Married Women Ages 15-49 Using Oral Hormonals by Subpopulation Category 

23 Estimated Percent of Currently Married Women Ages 15-49 Using IUD by Subpopulation Category 

24 Estimated Percent of Currently Married Women Ages 15-49 With Partner Using Condom by Subpopulation Category 

25 Estimated Percent of All Women Ages 15-49 Using Any Modern Method of Contraception by Source of Method 

26 Estimated Percent of All Women Ages 15-49 Using Oral Hormonals by Source of Method 

27 Estimated Percent of All Women Ages 15-49 Using Any IUD by Source of Method 

28 Estimated Percent of All Women Ages 15-49 Using Condom by Source of Method 

29 Estimated Percent of All Men Ages 15-49 Using Condom by Source of Method 
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Tables of Standards Errors for Selected Estimates from 

the 2004 Willingness and Ability to Pay Survey (WAPS) 

1. WAPS Estimate of Total Number of Women Ages 15 to 49 by Subpopulation Category 

Category 

UKRAINE 

AREA OF RESIDENCE 

Urban 

Rural 

REGION 

~lest 

North 

Central 

South 

East 

AGE GROUP 

15-19 years 

20 - 24 years 

25-29 years 

30-34 years 

35-39 years 

40-44 years 

45-49 years 

EDUCATION LEVEL 

Less secondary 

Completed Secondary 

Nore than Secondary 

INCOHE LEVEL 

< 400 Hrivna 

400-599 Hrivna 

600-899 Hrivna 

900+ Hrivna 

EHPLOYHENT STATUS 

Employed 

Unemployed 

Naternity leave 

Other 

Estimate 

12,488,947 

8,970,919 

3,518,028 

2,820,858 

2, 186 ,247 

2,378,343 

2,426,252 

2,677,247 

1, 865,217 

1,798,009 

1,699,219 

1, 649,478 

1,628,062 

1,951,029 

1,897,933 

1,895,856 

5,064,988 

5,528,103 

2 ,954,727 

2,928,417 

3,400,747 

3,181,005 

6,903,293 

2,742,720 

696,910 

2,146,024 

Standard 

Error 

c.v. 
(%) 

184,632 1. 48 

171,002 1. 91 

72,108 2.05 

71,941 2.55 

85,690 3.92 

78,773 3.31 

81,401 3.36 

93,484 3.49 

98,399 5.28 

76,021 4.23 

64,742 3.81 

64,757 3.93 

62,936 3.87 

72,199 3.7 

71,467 3.77 

78,328 

126,844 

138,217 

113,593 

97' 7 60 
117,647 

117,100 

4.13 
2.5 
2.5 

3.84 

3.34 
3. 46 

3.68 

126,318 1.83 

83,726 3.05 

41,464 5.95 

107' 905 5. 03 

95% Confidence Interval 

Lower 

12, 127,069 

8,635,755 

3,376,696 

2,679,853 

2,018,294 

2,223,948 

2,266,706 

2,494,019 

1,672,354 

1,649,007 

1,572,324 

1,522,555 

1,504,707 

1,809,519 

· 1,757,857 

1,742,334 

4,816,373 

5,257,198 

2, 732,085 

2,736,807 

3 ,170,158 

2 , 951,490 

6,655,710 

2 ,578,616 

615,641 

1,934,531 

Upper 

12,850,825 

9,306,083 

3,659,360 

2,961,863 

2,354,200 

2 ,532,738 

2,585,798 

2,860 ,475 

2 ,058,080 

1,947,011 

1, 826,114 

1,776,401 

1, 751,417 

2,092,539 

2 ,038,00 9 

2 ,049, 378 

5,313,603 
5,799,009 

3, 177, 369 

3,120,027 

3,631,335 

3, 410,521 

7,150,876 

2 ,906,8 24 

778,178 

2,357,518 

Design Number of 

Effect Observations 

2.32 

2.14 

0. 72 

0.87 
1.54 

1. 21 
1. 27 

1. 53 

2.35 
1.45 

1.11 
1.14 

1.09 
1. 21 
1. 22 

1. 47 
1. 67 

1. 86 

2.08 

1. 55 
1.97 
2.07 

1. 34 

1.2 
1. 06 
2 . 49 

5,553 

3,538 

2,015 

1' 499 
847 

1,101 

1,093 

1,013 

72 7 
701 
765 

784 
779 

902 
895 

87 1 

2,294 
2,388 

1' 486 

1' 339 
1,462 

1,255 

3,046 

1, 326 

336 
845 
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Tables of Standards Errors for Selected Estimates from 

the 2004 Willingness and Ability to Pay Survey (W~PS) 

2. WAPS Estimate of Total Number of Men Ages 15 to 49 by Subpopu1ation Category 

Category 

UKRAINE 

AREA OF RESIDENCE 

Urban 

Rural 

REGION 

We s t 

North 

Central 

South 

East 

AGE GROUP 

15-19 years 

20-24 years 

25-29 years 

30 - 34 years 

35- 39 years 

40-44 years 

45-49 years 

EDUCATION LEVEL 

Less Secondary 

Completed Secondary 

Hore than Secondary 

INCOME LEVEL 

< 400 Hrivna 

400-599 Hrivna 

600-899 Hrivna 

900+ Hrivna 

Et~PLOYMENT STATUS 

Employed 

Unemployed 

Other 

Estimate 

12,144,167 

8,425,485 

3,718,682 

2,821,629 

2,112,542 
2,291,194 

2,341,134 

2,577,668 

1,949,830 

1,865,496 
1,707,005 

1,619,808 

1,548,389 

1, 787,908 

1, 665,731 

2,308,227 

5,824,577 

4,011,364 

2,606,205 

2,727,895 

3,331,708 

3,440,342 

7,874,402 

1,907,643 

2,360,619 

Standard 

Error 

c.v. 
(%) 

201,150 1.66 

185,313 2.2 

80,291 2.16 

82,142 

93,544 

75,671 

93,884 

102,094 

84,139 

85,601 

75,591 

66,818 

70,312 

71,692 

72,091 

2.91 
4.43 
3.3 

4.01 
3.96 

4.32 

4.59 
4.43 
4.13 
4.54 

4.01 
4.33 

91,432 3.96 

138,210 2.37 

126,111 3.14 

95,153 3.65 

100,974 3. 7 

116,366 3.49 

145,470 4.23 

165,169 2.1 

73,549 3.86 

97,758 4.14 

95% Confidence Interval 

Lo~;er Upper 

11,749,913 

8,062,271 

3,561,312 

2 ,660,631 
1,929,195 

2,142,878 

2,157,121 

2,377,564 

1, 784,918 

1,697,718 

1, 558,847 

1;488,845 

1,410,577 

1,647,392 

1,524,433 

2,129,020 

5,553,685 

3,764, 186 

2,419,705 

2,529,986 

3,103 ,630 

3,155,219 

7,550,671 

1,763,487 

2,169 ,014 

12,538,421 

8 ,788,699 

3,876,052 

2,982,627 

2 ,295,889 
2 ,439,510 

2 ,525,147 

2,777,772 

2,114,742 

2,033,274 

1, 855,163 

1,750,771 

1,686,201 

1,928,424 

1,807,029 

2, 487,434 

6,095,468 

4,258,541 

2,792,705 

2,925 ,805 

3,559,786 

3, 725,464 

8,198,133 

2 ,051,800 

2,552,224 

Design 

Effect 

2.75 

2.59 
0.85 

1.13 
1. 89 
1.15 
1. 74 

1. 89 

1. 65 
1.78 

1.5 
1. 23 
1. 42 

1.3 
1.4 

1.67 

1.8 

1. 98 

1. 62 
1. 76 
1. 97 

2 .99 

2.13 

1. 29 
1. 87 

Number of 

Observations 

4,746 

2,820 
1, 926 

1,360 
731 
957 

850 
848 

756 

616 
629 
674 
644 
757 
670 

954 
2,372 

1, 420 

1; 182 
1,135 

1,263 

1,150 

2,984 

880 
881 
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Tables of Standards Errors for Selected Estimates from 

the 2004 Wi ll i ngness and Ability to Pay Survey (WAPS) 

3. WAPS Estimate of Total Numbe r of Currently Marr i ed Women Ages 15 to 49 by Subpopulation 

Category 

UKRAINE 

AREA OF RESIDENCE 

Urba n 

Rura l 

REGION 

Wes t 

Nor t h 

Cent r al 

Sou t h 

Eas t 

AGE GROUP 

15-1 9 years 

20-2 4 years 

2 5- 29 years 

30- 34 years 

35 - 39 years 

40- 44 years 

45 - 49 years 

EDUCATION LEVEL 

Less Secondary 

Completed Secondary 

Hor e t han Secondary 

I NCOME LEVEL 

< 40 0 Hrivna 

40 0- 599 Hrivna 

600 - 89 9 Hr ivna 

900 + Hri vn a 

E~lPLOYHENT STATUS 

Employed 

Unemployed 

Naternity leav e 

Other 

· Estimate 

7 , 164,880 

4, 932,713 

2 , 232 , 167 

1, 735,418 

1 , 239,098 

1, 363,769 

1 ,359,445 

1,467,150 

101,739 

706,3 2 6 

1 , 205 , 551 

1, 204,332 

1,21 3,066 
1,434,801 

1, 299 , 065 

594,239 

3 , 039 , 350 

3 , 531, 2 91 

1 ,318,815 
1, 600,026 

2,105,550 
2 ,1 2 7 , 873 

4,428,219 

1, 949,555 

602,163 
184 , 943 

Standard 

Error 

C . V. 

(%) 

122 , 770 1. 7 1 

1 09,876 2.23 

55 , 965 2.51 

51,877 
58,135 
49, 1 41 
53 ,170 
61, 318 

2.99 
4 . 69 
3. 60 
3 . 91 

4.18 

1 8 , 307 17.99 

47, 1 28 6.67 

53,721 4 . 46 
55,288 4.59 

55,8 2 4 4 . 60 
61,309 4 . 27 

58 , 516 4.50 

371 850 6 , 37 

94,530 3 .11 

93,772 2 . 66 

58 , 473 4.43 

61 , 641 3 . 85 

79 , 707 3 .79 

87,068 4 . 09 

103 ,1 68 2.33 

69 , 035 3.54 

38 , 98 1 6 . 47 

25,637 1 3 . 86 

95 % Confidence Interval 

6,924 , 25 1 

4,7 17,357 

2, 1 22,476 

1, 633,739 

1 , 125,154 
1 , 267,454 

1, 255, 23 3 

1,346,966 

65,857 

61 3 , 956 

1 , 100 , 258 

1 , 095,969 

1,103,651 
1 ,3 14 , 636 

1,184,373 

520,053 

2 , 854 , 073 

3,347,498 

1 , 204 , 207 

1,479 , 210 

1 ,949 , 32 3 
1 ,957 , 219 

4 , 226,010 

1,814 ,247 

525,759 
134 , 695 

Upper 

7,405,510 

5 ,1 48 , 070 

2,34 1, 858 

1 , 837 , 096 

1, 353 , 042 

1 , 460 , 085 

1 , 463,658 

1 ,587,333 

137,621 

798;696 
1, 310,845 
1, 312,696 

1,322 ,48 1 
1 , 554 , 966 

1 ,4 1 3,757 

668,425 

3 , 224 , 628 

3,71~,085 

1,4 33 , 423 
1 , 720,842 

2,261 ,7 7 6 
2 , 298 , 526 

4,630,429 

2 , 084,864 

678,566 

235 ,1 9 1 

Design 

Effect 

1. 24 

1. 28 
0 . 65 

0 .7 0 

1. 20 
0 . 78 

0.92 
1. 1 4 

1. 38 
1. 35 
1. 05 
1. 12 
1.13 
1. 1 6 
1. 16 

1. 03 
1. 40 

1. 22 

1.15 
1. 06 
1. 38 
1. 63 

1. 23 

1 .11 
1. 0 8 
1. 50 

Number of 

Observations 

10 , 299 

6 , 358 
3 , 941 

2,859 
1, 578 

2 ,058 
1, 943 
1,861 

1, 483 
1,317 
1 , 394 
1 ,458 
1 ,423 
1 ,659 
1 , 565 

1,825 
4 , 666 

3 , 808 

2, 668 
2,474 
2 , 725 
2 , 405 

6 , 030 

2,206 
337 

1, 726 
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Tables of Standards Errors for Selected Estimates from 

the 2004 Willingness and Ability to Pay Survey (WAPS) 

4. WAPS Estimate of Percent of All Women Ages 15 to 49 with Knowledge of Oral Contraceptives by 

Subpopulation Category 

Category 

UKRAINE 

AREA OF RESIDENCE 

Urban 

Rural 

REGION 

Nest 

North 

central 

South 

East 

AGE GROUP 

15-19 years 

20-24 years 

25-29 years 

30-34 years 

35-39 years 

40-44 years 

45-49 years 

EDUCATION LEVEL 

Less Secondary 

Completed Secondary 

t1ore than Secondary 

INCOME LEVEL 

< 400 Hrivna 

400-599 Hrivna 

600 - 899 Hrivna 

900+ Hrivna 

EMPLOYNENT STATUS 

Employed 

Unemployed 

Maternity leave 

Other 

Estimate 

70.9 

75.1 

60.1 

64.0 
72.0 

69.8 
72.7 
76.6 

59.3 
71.5 
74.0 
77.2 
71.7 

73.2 

70.4 

57.8 
68.7 
77.4 

62.2 
68. 1 

72.8 
79.6 

75.7 

66.3 
67.9 

62.3 

Standard c;v. 
Error (%) 

1.0 1.35 

1. 3 1. 67 

1.2 2.01 

1.8 2.83 

2.3 3.13 

2.1 3.00 
2. 7 3 . 67 

1.9 2 . 44 

2.9 4.90 
2.0 2.78 

1 .8 2.38 

1.6 2.11 

1. 9 2. 61 

1. 6 2. 22 
1.7 2.48 

2.0 3.53 

1. 3 1. 82 

1.4 1.84 

2 .0 3.19 

1.6 2.38 

1.5 2.10 

1.5 1.83 

1.0 1.34 

1.5 2.23 

3.0 4.37 

2 .7 4.39 

95% Confidence Interval 

Lower Upper 

69.0 

72.7 

57.7 

60.4 
67.6 

65.6 
67.5 
73.0 

53.6 
67.6 
70.6 

74 .0 
68.0 
70.0 

67.0 

53.8 

66.2 
74.6 

58.3 

64.9 
69.8 
76.8 

73.7 

63.4 
62.1 

57.0 

72.8 

77.6 

62.4 

67.5 
76.4 

73.9 
78.0 

80.3 

65.0 
75 .4 
77.5 

80.4 
75.3 
76. 4 

73.8 

61.8 
71.1 
80.2 

66.1 
71.2 
75.8 

82.5 

77.7 
69.2 
73.8 

67.7 

Design Number of 

Effect Observations 

2.32 

3.16 
0.89 

1. 68 
2.31 

2 .07 
3.65 

2.18 

2.74 
1.46 
1.14 
1. 04 
1.17 

1.10 
1.16 

1. 36 
1. 54 
2.69 

2 .07 
1. 48 

1. 68 
1. 74 

1. 62 
1.12 
1.18 

2 . 86 

5,553 

3,538 
2,015 

1,499 
847 

1,101 
1,093 

1,013 

727 
701 

765 
784 
779 

902 
895 

871 

2,294 
2,388 

1,486 
1,339 
1, 462 

1,255 

3,046 
1,326 

336 
845 
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Tables of Standards Errors for Selected Estimates from 

the 2004 Willingness and Ability to Pay Survey (WAPS) 

5o WAPS Estimate of Percent of All Women Ages 15 to 49 ~1ith Knowledge of IUD by Subpopulation 

Category 

Category 

UKRAINE 

AREA OF RESIDENCE 

Urban 

Rural 

REGION 

~lest 

North 

Central 

South 

East 

AGE GROUP 

15-19 years 

20-24 years 

25-29 years 

30-34 years 

35 - 39 years 

40 - 44 years 

45-49 years 

EDUCATION LEVEL 

Less Secondary 

Completed Secondar y 

Hore than Secondary 

INCOME LEVEL 

< 400 Hrivna 

400-599 Hrivna 

600-8 99 Hrivna 

900+ Hrivna 

EMPLOYMENT STATUS 

Employed 

Unemployed 

Naternity leave 

Other 

Estimate 

86 0 5 

87o4 

84o3 

82o8 

87o4 

88o4 

84o2 

9002 

65 o9 

8708 

88o0 

92o4 

89o6 

92o0 

90o9 

72 0 5 

87o3 

90o6 

82 o4 

86o2 

8 7o 3 

89 o9 

90o9 

88o1 

88o4 

69o7 

Standard CoVo 

Error ( %) 

Oo8 Oo89 

1.0 1.15 

. 1. 0 1.15 

1. 3 1. 53 

1.8 2o09 

1. 2 1o36 

207 3 o22 

1.2 1.35 

2 o9 4o45 

10 4 1 0 65 

1.3 1.45 

1.1 1.14 

1.3 1.49 

1o1 1.15 

1.1 1o19 

1.8 2o55 

Oo9 1.03 

1.3 1.40 

2 01 2 0 52 

1.2 1.45 

1.1 1.29 

1.1 1.26 

Oo7 Oo7 5 

1.0 1.18 

2o0 2o29 

2o8 3o97 

95% Confidence Interval 

Lower Upper 

85 o0 

85 o4 

82o4 

80o3 

83 o8 

86 01 

78o9 

87o8 

60o2 

85o0 

8506 

90o3 

87o0 

89o9 

88o8 

68 o9 

85o6 

88 o1 

78o4 

83 o8 

85 o1 

87o6 

89 o6 

86 01 

84o4 

6403 

88o0 

89 o4 

86 o2 

85o3 

90o9 

90o8 

89 0 5 

92o6 

71.7 

90o6 

90 05 

94o4 

92 o2 

940 1 

93o0 

76o1 

89 o1 

93o1 

8605 

88o7 

89 o5 

92o 1 

92 o3 

90o2 

92o3 

75o2 

Design 

Effect 

2 066 

3o44 

1o04 

1. 33 
2o76 

1. 40 

50 61 

1. 89 

2o99 

1. 47 

1.10 

1. 09 

1. 30 

1. 25 

1. 1 2 

1. 36 

1056 

4 o38 

3o69 

1. 61 

1. 64 

1. 88 

1. 62 

1.19 

1.16 

3o27 

Number of 

Observations 

5 , 553 

3,538 

2 , 015 

1, 499 

847 

1,10 1 

1,093 

1 ,013 

727 

701 

765 

784 

779 

902 

895 

871 

2,294 

2,388 

1, 486 

1,339 

1,4 62 

1, 255 

3,046 

1,326 

336 

845 
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Tables of Standards Errors for Selected Estimates from 

the 2004 Willingness and Ability to Pay Survey (WAPS) 

6 0 WAPS Estimate of Percent of All Women Age 15 to 4 9 wi.th Knov1l edge of Condoms by 

Subpopulation Category 

Category 

UKRAINE 

AREA OF RESIDENCE 

Urban 

Rural 

REGION 

lvest 

North 

Central 

South 

East 

AGE GROUP 

15-19 years 

20-24 years 

25-29 years 

30-34 years 

35-39 years 

40- 44 years 

45-49 years 

EDUCATION LEVEL 

Less Secondary 

Completed Secondary 

Hare than Secondary 

INCOHE LEVEL 

< 400 Hrivna 

400-599 Hrivna 

600 - 899 Hrivna 

900+ Hrivna 

E~IPLOYMENT STATUS 

Employed 

Unemployed 

Naternity leave 

Other 

Estimate 

97o8 

98o4 
96 o 4 

96o 8 

98 o8 
98 o0 
97 01 
98o6 

98o 1 
97o7 
98o1 
97o8 
97o9 
98o2 
97o0 

97o2 
97 o6 
98o2 

96 05 
98 o0 
97 09 
98o8 

97o9 
9707 
9508 
98 o4 

Standard CoVo 
Error (%) 

Oo3 Oo26 

Oo3 Oo30 
Oo5 Oo54 

Oo6 Oo57 
Oo7 Oo74 
Oo5 Oo49 
Oo7 Oo71 
004 Oo42 

0 0 5 0 0 52 
Oo6 Oo61 
Oo5 Oo54 
Oo6 Oo58 
Oo5 Oo54 
Oo5 Oo49 
0 0 7 0 0 67 

0 0 7 0 0 68 
Oo4 Oo36 
Oo3 Oo34 

0 0 6 0 0 60 
Oo5 Oo51 
0 04 Oo46 
Oo4 Oo36 

Oo3 Oo34 
0 05 Oo48 
1.2 1.29 
Oo4 Oo41 

95% Confidence Interval 
LoHer Upper 

9703 

97o8 

95 o3 

95 o7 
97o4 
97 o0 
95o8 
97 07 

970 1 
96o5 
97 01 
96o7 
96 0 8 
97o2 
9507 

95o9 
96o9 
97o6 

95o4 
97 0 1 

97 o0 
98o1 

97o2 
96o7 
93o3 
97o6 

98o3 

99 o0 
97o4 

97 o9 
100o3 

9809 
9805 
99o4 

99o 1 
98o9 
9901 
98o9 
98o9 
99o1 
98o3 

98o5 
98o3 
98o9 

9707 
99o0 
98o8 
99 o4 

98o5 
98o6 
98 o2 
99o2 

Design 
Effect 

1. 62 

2o04 
1.12 

1o17 
4025 
1.14 
1.71 
1. 36 

1. 09 
1. 21 
1. 06 
1. 01 
0 092 
1. 07 
1. 16 

1. 27 
1.13 
1. 50 

1. 25 
1. 60 
1. 38 
1. 35 

1. 53 
1. 12 
1.10 
Oo95 

Number of 
Observations 

5,553 

3,538 
2,015 

1, 499 
847 

1 , 101 
1 , 093 
1 , 013 

727 
701 
765 
784 
779 
902 
895 

871 
2,294 
2,388 

1 , 486 
1,339 
1,462 
1,255 

3,046 
1,326 

336 
845 
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Tables of Standards Errors for Selected Estimates from 

the 2004 Willingness and Ability to Pay Survey (WAPS) 

7. WAFS Estimate of Percent of All Men Ages 15 to 49 with Knowledge of Oral Contraceptives by 

Subpopulation Category 

Category 

UKRAINE 

AREA OF RESIDENCE 

Urban 

Rural 

REGION 

West 

North 

Central 

South 

East 

AGE GROUP 

15-19 years 

20- 24 years 

25-29 years 

30-34 years 

35- 39 years 

40-44 years 

45- 49 years 

EDUCATION LEVEL 

Less Secondary 

Completed Secondary 

Hore than Secondary 

INCOHE LEVEL 

< 400 Hrivna 

400-599 Hrivna 

600-899 Hrivna 

900+ Hr i vna 

EHPLOYl1ENT STATUS 

Employed 

Unemployed 

Other 

Estimate 

54.6 

58.7 

45 . 1 

50 . 8 
54.1 
52.3 
59. 1 
57.0 

46.4 
55.7 
58.0 
61.7 
57.7 

55 . 0 
49.0 

43.9 

53.8 
61. 8 

42.5 

50.3 
55.5 
66.0 

57.8 
49.7 
47.8 

Standard C.V. 

Error (%) 

1.1 1.98 

1.5 2.48 

1. 3 2.78 

2.0 3.85 

2.8 5.22 

2. 4 4. 61 

2.6 4.36 

2.4 4.21 

2.2 4.73 

2.3 4.17 

2.2 3.84 

2.3 3.72 

2.2 3 . 89 

2 .1 3.84 
2. 3 4 . 65 

2. 0 4. 64 

1.3 2.42 

1.7 2.81 

1. 7 4. 07 

1.9 3 . 75 

1.8 3.19 
2 .1 3 . 12 

1.3 2.17 

2.0 3.96 

2.1 4.46 

95% Confidence Interval 

Lower Upper 

52.5 

55.9 
42.7 

46.9 
48.6 
47 . 6 
54.1 

52.3 

42 .1 
51.1 
53.6 
57.2 
53.3 
50.9 
44.6 

39.9 

51.3 
58.4 

39.1 
46.6 
52.0 
62.0 

55.4 
45.8 
43.6 

56.7 

61.6 
47.6 

54.6 
59.6 
57.0 

64.2 
61.7 

50.7 

60.2 
62 . 3 

66.2 
62.2 
59.2 
53.5 

47.9 

56.4 
65 . 2 

45.9 

54.0 
58.9 
70.0 

60.3 
53.5 
52 . 0 

Design Number of 

Effect Observations 

2 . 38 

3.08 

0.99 

1. 81 
2.83 
2.24 
2.69 
2.54 

1. 58 
1. 71 
1 . 45 

1. 51 
1.34 
1. 35 
1. 45 

1. 63 
1. 67 
2.14 

1. 33 

1.62 
1.77 
2.71 

2 .12 
1.23 
1.79 

4 ' 74 6 

2,820 

1' 926 

1, 360 
731 
957 
850 

848 

756 

616 
629 
674 
644 
757 
670 

954 
2 , 372 
1, 420 

1 ,182 

1,135 
1, 263 
1,150 

2,984 
880 
88 1 
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Tables of Standards Errors for Selected Estimates from 

the 2004 Willingness and Ability to Pay Survey (WAPS) 

8. WAPS Estimate of Percent of Al l Men Ages 15 to 4 9 with Kn01~ledge of IUD by Subpopulation 

Category 

Standard C.V. 95% Confidence Interval Design Number of 

Category Estimate Error ( %) Lo1-1er Upper Effect Observations 

UKRAINE 65.0 1.0 1. 46 63.2 66.9 2.02 4,746 

AREA OF RESIDENCE 

Urban 67 .5 1.3 1. 86 65 .1 70.0 2.53 2,820 

Rural 59 . 4 1.2 2.06 57.0 61.8 0.96 1,926 

REGION 

West 58. 1 1.6 2.82 54.9 61.3 1.30 1, 360 

North 67.9 2.7 4 . 03 62.6 73.3 3.04 731 

Central 68.1 2.0 2.87 64 . 3 71.9 1. 68 957 

South 61.5 2 .3 3. 76 57.0 66 .0 2 . 21 850 

East 70.8 2 .1 2 . 91 66.7 74 . 8 2 . 22 848 

AGE GROUP 

15 - 19 years 38.4 2. 1 5.45 34 . 3 42.5 1. 51 756 

20-24 years 57 . 4 2.3 4.02 52.9 61. 9 1. 70 616 

25-29 years 66.6 2 . 2 3.28 62 .3 70.8 1.53 629 

30-34 years 7 6. 4 1.8 2.4 1 72.8 80 . 0 1. 28 674 

35- 39 years 73.3 1.9 2.64 69.5 77.1 1.24 644 

40-4 4 years 77 .1 1.8 2.30 73.6 80.6 1.33 757 

45-49 years 71.6 2 .0 2.8 1 67.6 75.5 1.39 670 

EDUCATION LEVEL 

Less Secondary 4 4. 6 2.0 4.48 40.7 48.5 1. 56 954 

Completed Secondary 65 . 1 1.2 1. 89 62.6 67.5 1. 63 2,372 

More than Secondary 76 .8 1.4 1. 87 74.0 7 9.6 1. 94 1,420 

INCOHE LEVEL 

< 400 Hrivna 55.0 1.8 3.23 51.6 58 . 5 1. 39 1, 182 

400-599 Hrivna 61. 2 1.8 3 .01 57.6 64.8 1. 62 1,135 

600-899 Hrivna 67.6 1.6 2.39 64 . 5 70.8 1. 66 1, 263 

900+ Hrivna 73 . 3 1.7 2.30 70.0 76.6 2.09 1, 150 

EMPLOYI-lENT STATUS 

Employed 71.3 1.1 1. 57 69.1 73.5 2.01 2, 984 

Unemployed 62.9 1.8 2.91 59.3 66 .5 1.15 880 

Other 45.8 2. 1 4.48 41.7 49 . 8 1. 67 88 1 
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Tables of Standards Errors for Selected Estimates from 

the 2004 Willingness and Ability to Pay Survey (WAPS) 

9. WAPS Estimate of Percent of All Hen Age 15 to 4 9 Hith Knm<1edge of Condoms by Subpopu1ation 

Category 

Category 

UKRAIUE 

AREA OF RESIDEllCE 

Urban 

Rural 

REG lOll 

\ie s t 

llorth 

Ce ntral 

South 

East 

AGE GROUP 

15-19 years 

20-24 years 

25-29 years 

30- 34 years 

35- 39 years 

40 - 44 years 

45-49 years 

EDUCATIOII LEVEL 

Less Secondary 

Completed Se condary 

Hore than Secondary 

IIICOHE LEVEL 

< 400 Hrivna 

400- 599 Hrivna 

600-899 Hrivna 

900+ Hrivna 

EMPLOYliEIIT STATUS 

Employed 

Un e mployed 

Other 

Estimate 

99. 1 

99 . 4 

98.5 

99.0 

99.2 
98. 4 

99.2 
99.8 

99 . 2 

99 . 1 
99.4 

"98.7 

98 . 4 

99.9 
99.0 

98.5 

99 . 3 
99.2 

98 . 8 

99.3 
99.1 

99.2 

99.1 
99 . 2 

99.2 

Standard C.V. 

Error ( %) 

0.2 0. 1 6 

0.2 0 . 17 

0.3 0.34 

0. 3 0. 30 

0.5 0.46 

0. 4 0. 43 

0.4 0 . 36 

0.2 0.16 

0.4 0.39 

0 . 4 0 . 39 

0 . 3 0.31 

0. 5 0. 50 

0.6 0.56 

0.1 0 . 09 

0 . 4 0.37 

0. 5 0. 49 

0. 2 0.20 

0.2 0.22 

0.4 0.40 

0.3 0.26 

0. 3 0.29 

0.2 0.24 

0.2 0 . 20 

0 . 3 0.34 

0.3 0. 2 9 

95 '!. Confidence Interval Design Number of 

Lower Upper Effect Observations 

98 . 8 

99.0 
97.9 

98.4 

98.3 
97 . 6 

98 .5 

99.5 

98.5 

98.4 
98.8 

97 . 7 

97.4 

99 . 7 

98.3 

97 . 5 
99 . 0 

98 . 7 

98.0 

98.8 
98 . 5 

98 . 8 

98.7 

98 . 5 

98.6 

99.4 

99.7 

99.2 

99.6 

100.1 
99 . 2 

99.9 
100. 1 

100.0 

99.9 
100 . 0 

99.6 
99.5 

100.1 
99 . 7 

99.4 
99.7 

99.6 

99.5 

99.9 
99.6 

99.7 

99.5 
99 . 9 

99.7 

1. 38 

1. 55 

1. 22 

1. 07 

2.32 
1.10 

1. 58 
1. 24 

1. 56 

1. 35 
1. 13 

1. 25 

1. 28 

0 . 66 

0. 92 

1. 53 
1 .46 

1.00 

1. 39 

1. 21 
1. 24 

1. 09 

1. 39 
1.15 

1. 01 

4 , 746 

2 , 820 

1 , 926 

1,360 

731 

957 

850 

848 

756 

616 
629 

674 

64 4 

757 

670 

954 
2, 372 

1,420 

1,182 

1, 135 

1,263 

1,150 

2,984 

880 
881 

. 98.6 

98.8 

97.8 

98 . 4 

96.9 
97.5 

98.0 
99.3 

98.0 
98.0 
98 . 7 

97.5 

96.9 

99 . 8 
98.3 

99 . 6 

1 00 . 0 

99.2 

99.6 

101.5 
99 . 3 

100.4 
100 . 3 

100 . 4 
100.2 

100.1 

99.9 

99.9 

100.0 
99.7 

0. 0 0. 0 

97. 0 

98 . 7 

98. 8 

97.7 

98. 6 

98.4 

98. 8 

98.6 

98.5 

98.6 

100.0 
99 . 9 

99.6 

99.9 

100.0 
99.8 

99.6 

99 . 6 
99.9 

99.8 
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Tables of Standards Errors for Selected Estimates fron 

the 2004 Willingness and Ability to Pay Survey (WAPS) 

10. WAPS Estimate of Percent of All Women Ages 15 to 49 Us ing Any Method of Contraception by 

Primary Source of Information 

Category 

SOURCEINFORI1AT 

Te~chers at school 

Friends 

Parents 

Other relatives 

Sexual partner 

Health \oJOrkers 

Advertising , etc. 

Periodicals, etc . 

Scientific literature 

TV programs 

Inte rnet 

Other _ sources 

Do not ~~noH 

Estimate 

1.9 
9.4 

5.1 

1.4 

10.4 

50 . 1 

2.8 

5.9 

11.4 

1.0 

0.3 

0.2 

0.2 

Standard C .V. 

Error (%) 

0.9 

0.7 

0.6 

0 . 2 
0.7 

1.3 

0.4 

0.5 

0.7 

0.2 

0.1 

0.1 

0 .1 

48 . 59 
7.13 

10.94 

15.77 

6 . 87 

2.54 

15.00 

8.41 

6 . 49 

21.78 

45 . 39 

43.59 

50 . 19 

95% Confidence Interval 

LoHer 

0. 1 

8.1 

4.0 

1.0 

9 . 0 

47.6 

2.0 

4.9 

9.9 

0.6 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

Upper 

3.6 
10.7 

6.1 
1.8 

11.8 

52.6 
3 . 6 
6.9 

12 . 8 

1.4 

0.5 

0 . 4 

0.4 

Design 

Effect 

12 . 25 

1. 45 

1 . 75 

0.96 

1. 51 

1. 79 

1. 77 

1. 22 
1. 48 

1. 32 
1. 4 6 

1 . 15 
1. 37 

Number of 

Observations 

103 

662 
407 

105 

483 

2 , 4 61 
159 

366 
625 

82 

12 

21 

65 

130 



Tables of Standards Errors for Selected Estimates from 

the 2004 Willingness and Ability to Pay Survey (WAPS) 

11. WAPS Estimate of Percent of All Men Ages 15 to 49 Using Any Method of Contraception by 

Primary Source of Information 

Standard C.V. 95% Confidence Interva l Design Number of 

Category · Estimate Error ( %) Lo\ver Upper Ef fect Observations 

SOURCEINFORMAT 

Teachers at school 1.5 0 . 3 20.17 0.9 2.1 1.93 96 

Friends 24.8 1.0 4.05 22.8 26.8 1. 69 1,299 

Parents 2.5 0 .4 14.96 1.7 3.2 1.77 138 

Other relatives 1.7 0.3 17.06 1.1 2.2 1. 56 90 

Sexua l partner 24.6 1. 0 4.24 22.5 26.6 1. 84 967 

Health v1or ker s 13.1 0.8 6 . 06 11 .5 1 4.7 1. 74 581 

Advertising, etc . 4 . 5 0.5 10.45 3 . 6 5.5 1. 63 221 

Periodicals, etc. 8.7 0.6 7.22 7 .5 10.0 1. 56 463 

Scientif ic literature 13.9 0.8 5.90 12.3 1 5.5 1. 75 589 

TV programs 2.4 0.3 14.03 1.7 3.0 1 . 50 153 

Broadcasting 0.1 0.1 99.97 - 0 .1 0.2 1. 65 1 

Internet 1.4 0.4 29 . 41 0.6 2 . 2 3.87 37 

Other sources 0.4 0.1 29.09 0.2 0.6 1.01 28 

Do not knoN 0.6 0.2 32.45 0 .2 0.9 1. 84 80 
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Tables of Standards Errors for Selected Estimates from 

the 2004 Willingness and Ability to Pay Survey (WAPS) 

12 . WAPS Estimate of Percent of Al l Women Ages 15 to 49 Using Any Method of Contraception by 

Su bpopul at i on Category 

Standard c.v. 95% Confidence Interval Design Number of 

Category Estimate Error ( %) Lm1er Uppe r Effect Observations 

UKRAINE 52.6 0.8 1. 56 51. 0 54.2 1. 40 5 , 553 

REGION 

vlest 44.7 1.4 3.17 41. 9 47.5 0.96 1,499 

North 52 . 0 2.3 4.38 47. 5 56.4 1 .90 847 

Central 53.0 1.7 3. 15 49.8 56 . 3 1.11 1 ,101 

South 56. 8 2.1 3 .7 8 52.6 61.0 1. 91 1,093 

East 57 . 1 1.6 2.87 53.8 60.3 1.23 1,013 

AGE GROUP 

15-19 years 21.9 3.0 13.60 16.1 27.8 4.05 727 

20 -24 years 48.9 2.2 4.54 44.5 53 .2 1. 48 701 

25-29 years 64 .7 1.9 2.92 61.0 68.4 1.11 7 65 

30-34 years 66.7 1.9 2 . 85 62 0 9 70 0 4 1.12 784 

35- 39 years 67. 1 2.0 2 . 92 63.2 70.9 1.18 77 9 

40-44 years 59.2 1.8 3.09 55.7 62 0 8 1.13 902 

45-49 years 43 . 7 2.0 4 . 49 39 . 9 47.6 1. 24 895 

EDUCATI ON LEVEL 

Less Secondary 31.9 1.7 5.43 28.5 35 . 3 1 .09 87 1 

Completed Secondary 53 .8 1.2 2 .26 51.4 56.1 1. 26 2, 294 

t-iore than Secondary 58.6 1.3 2 .15 56 .1 61.0 1. 51 2,388 

INCmlE LEVEL 

< 400 Hrivna 4 6 0 0 1.9 4 . 08 42.3 49.7 1. 75 1,486 

400 - 599 Hrivna 51.5 1. 6 3.10 48 .4 54.6 1. 25 1,339 

600 -89 9 Hrivna 56.0 1. 4 2.55 53 .2 58.8 1.18 1, 4 62 

900 + Hri vna 56.2 1.7 2.95 53 .0 59 .5 1.48 1,255 

EHPLOYJ.!ENT STATUS 

Employed 58 . 2 1.0 1. 79 56. 1 60 . 2 1. 29 3,046 

Unemployed 56.8 1.5 2 0 69 53.8 59 . 8 1.09 1,326 

Haternity leave 58.1 3.0 5. 10 52.3 63 . 9 1. 05 336 

Other 27.3 2.8 10. 08 21.9 32 .7 3 .43 845 
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Tables of Standards Errors for Selected Estimates from 

the 2004 Willingness and Ability to Pay Survey (WAPS) 

13. WAPS Estimate of Percent of All Women Ages 15 to 49 Using Any Modern Method of 

Contraception by Subpopulation Category 

Category 

UKRAINE 

REGION 

t~est 

North 

Centra l 

South 

East 

AGE GROUP 

15- 19 years 

20-24 years 

25 -2 9 years 

30-34 years 

35 -3 9 years 

40 - 44 years 

45 -4 9 years 

EDUCATION LEVEL 

Less Secondary 

Completed Secondary 

More than Secondary 

INCOHE LEVEL 

< 400 Hrivna 

400-599 Hrivna 

600-899 Hrivna 

900+ Hrivna 

EHPLOYHENT STATUS 

Employed 

Unemployed 

Haternity leave 

Other 

Estimate 

38.1 

28.7 

34 .1 
40.7 
42 . 6 

44.8 

18.4 

40.1 
48.4 

50 . 8 
47.2 

39.9 
25.6 

23.5 
38.3 
42.9 

32.5 
35.9 . 

41.3 
42.1 

42 . 7 
38 .4 
39 . 9 

22.3 

Standard c.v. 
Error (%) 

0.8 2.18 

1.4 4.94 

2. 0 5. 97 

1.8 4 . 37 

2.2 5.24 

1.8 3.92 

3 . 0 16.46 

2.2 5.37 

2.0 4 .1 7 

2.0 3.89 

2.1 4.38 

1.8 4.41 

1.6 6 . 35 

1.6 6.82 

1.2 3.06 

1.4 3 . 15 

2.0 6.15 

1.5 4.23 

1.5 3.60 

1. 6 3. 90 

1.0 2.43 

1.4 3.74 

2.9 7.31 

2.8 12.50 

95% Confidence Interval 

Lower Upper 

36.5 

26.0 
30.1 

37.2 
38 . 2 
41.4 

12.5 
35.9 
44.5 
47.0 

43.1 
36.5 

22.4 

20 . 4 

36.0 
40.3 

28.6 

33.0 
38.3 
38.9 

40.7 

35.6 
34.2 
16.8 

39.7 

31.5 
38.1 

44 . 2 
47 . 0 

48.3 

24.3 
44.3 
52.4 
54.7 

51.2 
43 .4 
28 . 8 

26 .7 
40.6 
45 . 6 

36.4 

38 . 9 
44 . 2 
45.4 

44.8 
41.2 
45 . 6 
27.7 

Design Number of 

Effect Observations 

1.53 

1.16 
1. 68 

1.31 
2.07 
1.40 

4.76 
1. 45 
1.16 

1. 08 
1.17 
1. OS 

1.10 

1.13 

1. 23 
1. 73 

2.25 

1. 23 
1.30 
1.48 

1. 27 

1. 00 

1. 03 

4.02 

5,553 

1, 499 
847 

1, 101 
1,093 
1,013 

727 

701 
765 

784 
779 

902 
895 

871 

2,294 
2 , 388 

1,486 

1,339 
1, 462 
1,255 

3,046 
1,326 

336 
845 
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Tables of Standards Er rors for Selected Estimates from 

the 2004 Willingness and Ability to Pay Survey (WAPS) 

14. WAFS Estimate of Percent of All Women Ages 15 to 49 Using Ora l Contracept i ves by 

Subpopulation Category 

Standard c.v . 95% Confidence Interval Design Number of 

Category Estimate Error (%) Lower Upper Effect Observations 

UKRAINE 4. 9 0 . 3 6. 70 4.3 5.6 1. 21 5,553 

REGION 

~lest 3.9 0.5 13.76 2.8 4.9 0.90 1,499 

North 3.8 0 . 8 21.87 2.2 5.4 1. 72 847 

Central 3.8 0.7 19.08 2.4 5.3 1. 44 1, 1 01 

South 8.0 1.0 11.97 6 .1 9 . 8 1. 26 1,093 

East 5. 1 0 . 7. 12 . 68 3.9 6 . 4 0.97 1 , 013 

AGE GROUP 

15-19 years 1.7 0.6 34 . 70 0.5 2.8 1. 58 727 

20-24 years 5.6 0.9 1 6.58 3.8 7 . 5 1. 24 701 

25- 29 years 8 . 1 1.0 12.19 6.2 10 . 1 0.93 765 

30 - 34 years 7 .1 1.0 14.60 5. 1 9.2 1.13 784 

35-39 years 5.8 1. 0 17 . 04 3 . 9 7.8 1 . 23 779 

40-44 years 4.9 0.8 16.43 3 . 4 6.5 1.15 902 

45-4 9 years 1.8 0 . 5 2.6. 30 0.9 2.7 0.98 895 

EDUCATION LEVEL 

Less Secondary 1.5 0.5 36 . 47 0.4 2 . 5 1. 59 87 1 

Completed Secondary 4 . 0 0.4 10.90 3.2 4 . 9 1. 06 2,294 

Hare than Secondary 6.9 0.6 8 . 38 5.8 8.0 1.20 2,388 

Less Secondary 1 .7 0 . 4 25 . 86 0.8 2 . 6 1.11 954 

Completed Secondary 3 . 2 0.4 12 . 64 2.4 4.0 1. 30 2,372 

More than Secondary 5.6 0.7 1 2 . 19 4 . 3 6.9 1.47 1, 420 

INCOHE LEVEL 

< 400 Hrivna 3. 1 0.5 17 . 19 2.1 4 . 2 1. 18 1,486 

400-599 Hrivna 4 . 3 0.6 13.12 3.2 5.4 0 . 94 1,339 

600-899 Hrivna 6.0 0.7 1 1. 40 4.6 7.3 1. 18 1 ,462 

900+ Hrivna 6.0 0.7 12.26 4 . 6 7.5 1. 28 1,255 

EHPLOYMENT STATUS 

Employed 5 . 8 0 . 5 8.05 4.9 6 . 7 1.15 3 , 04 6 

Unemployed 4. 1 0 . 7 16.12 2 . 8 5 . 4 1. 29 1 , 326 

Maternity leave 5.3 1. 3 25 . 09 2.7 7.9 1. 02 336 

Other 2.9 0 . 7 24.28 1. 5 4.3 1. 59 845 
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Tables of Standards Errors for Selected Estimates from 

the 2004 Willingness and Ability to Pay Survey (WAPS) 

15. WAPS Estimate of Percent of Al l Women Ages 15 to 49 Using IUD by Su bpopulation Category 

Standard c.v. 95% Confidence I nterval Design Number of 

Category Estimate Error (%) LoHer Upper Effec t Observations 

UKRAINE 1 3.0 0.5 3.8 1 12.0 14.0 1.13 5 , 553 

AREA OF RESIDENCE 

Urban 12.2 0.6 4.92 11.1 13.4 1.27 3,538 

Rural 15.0 0.9 5. 72 13.3 16.7 0.85 2,015 

REGION 

West 9. 7 0.8 8.30 8 .1 11.2 0.87 1,499 

North 7.9 1.0 12.28 6.0 9.8 1.18 847 

Centra l 17.7 1.3 7 .29 15. 2 20.2 1. 1 4 1 ,101 

south 14 .0 1.1 8.05 11.8 16.2 1. 07 1,093 

East 15 .7 1.3 8. 02 13.3 18.2 1. 35 1 ,0 13 

AGE GROUP 

15-19 ·years 0 . 2 0 . 2 70.88 -0.1 0 . 6 0 . 92 727 

20- 24 years 5 .7 1. 0 1 6.94 3.8 7.6 1. 30 70 1 

25-29 years 14.9 1.5 9.89 12.0 17.7 1. 21 765 

30 - 34 year s 21.9 1.6 7.40 18.7 25 .1 1. 06 784 

35- 39 years 21.0 1.5 7.29 18.0 24 . 0 0 . 96 779 

40-44 years 17.9 1.4 7.73 15. 2 20 . 6 1. 06 902 

45- 4 9 years 11 . 3 1.1 9.88 9.1 13.5 0.98 895 

EDUCATION LEVEL 

Less Secondary 8.8 1.0 11.58 6.8 10.8 1. 03 871 

Completed Secondary 13.5 0.8 5 . 67 12.0 15.0 1. 07 2,294 

More than Secondary 14.0 0.8 5.65 12.4 15 .5 1.20 2,388 

INCOME LEVEL 

< 400 Hri vna 10 . 9 0.9 8 . 40 9.1 12.6 1. 06 1, 486 

400-599 Hrivna 13.0 1.0 7. 71 11.1 15.0 1. 09 1,339 

600- 899 Hrivna 14.2 0 . 9 6.61 12.4 16.1 1. 03 1, 4 62 

900+ Hrivna 13.8 1.0 7.29 11.9 15.8 1.13 1,255 

ENPLOYMENT STATUS 

Employed 16.2 0.7 4.48 14.8 17.7 1. 12 3,046 

Unemployed 13.7 1.0 7.31 11 .7 15.7 0.97 1,326 

Naternity leave 13.7 1.9 14.21 9.9 17.5 0.93 336 

Other 1.6 0.4 28 .0 8 0 .7 2 .4 1.12 845 
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Tables of Standards Errors for Selected Estimates from 

the 2004 Willingness and Ability to Pay Survey (WAPS) 

16o WAPS Estimate of Percent of All Women Ages 15 to 49 Using Condoms by Subpopulation Category 

Category 

UKRAINE 

AREA OF RESIDENCE 

Urban 

Rural 

REGION 

vlest 

North 

Central 

South 

East 

AGE GROUP 

15-19 years 

20-2 4 years 

25- 29 years 

30-34 years 

35-39 years 

40-44 years 

45 - 49 years 

EDUCATION LEVEL 

Less Secondary 

Completed Seconda ry 

t-tore than Secondary 

INCONE LEVEL 

< 400 Hrivna 

400 - 599 Hrivna 

600-899 Hrivna 

900+ Hrivna 

EloJPLOYNENT STATUS 

Employed 

Unemployed 

Natern i ty leave 

Other 

Estimate 

17 0 6 

l8o3 

l5o6 

1307 

20o l 

l6o5 

l7o3 

20o8 

l6o2 

26 0 6 

20o9 

l8ol 

16 0 8 

l4o4 

l0o7 

l 2o4 

l 8o2 

1807 

1608 

l6o2 

18 05 

l 8o6 

l 7o4 

l 7o9 

l9o0 

l7o3 

Standard CoVo 

Error (%) 

Oo 7 4.25 

1.0 5o34 

0 0 9 50 65 

1.0 7o54 

1.8 9.13 

1. 3 7o98 

2 o5 l 4 o54 

lo 5 7 0 03 

30 1 18o78 

2 0 0 7 0 50 

1.7 7o89 

1. 6 8 0 61 

1. 5 9 0 05 

1.3 9ol7 

1.2 10o96 

1.3 l0ol6 

Oo9 Sol6 

1.3 7.21 

2 ol 12 0 43 

lo 1 6 0 97 

1.2 6o24 

1. 3 7 0 01 

Oo8 4o79 

1.2 6 o66 

2o3 1 2o3 l 

2o8 1 6o37 

95% Confidence Interval 

Lower Upper 

l 6ol 

l6o4 

l3o9 

110 6 

1605 

l3o9 

l2o4 

l7o9 

l0o3 

2207 

l 7o 7 

l So l 

l 3o9 

11.8 

8o4 

lOoO 

l6o4 

l6ol 

1207 

l4o0 

l6o2 

l6o0 

l5o8 

l5o5 

l4o4 

110 7 

l9o0 

20o2 

1704 

l5 o7 

230 7 

l 9ol 

2203 

2306 

22o2 

3006 

2402 

21 02 

l9o8 

l 7 o0 

13 0 0 

l4o9 

200 1 

21.4 

20o9 

l 8 o5 

200 7 

21. 1 

l9 o0 

20o2 

2306 

22 o8 

Design 

Effect 

2 o0 l 

2 0 40 

Oo87 

1. 06 

1. 91 

lo25 

4 o5 0 

lo45 

So33 

1. 53 

1.17 

1.13 

1.13 

1.15 

1.14 

1.16 

1. 26 

2o 7 6 

3o85 

lol 5 

1. 25 

lo 49 

1. 40 

1.11 

1. 04 

5 o0 3 

Number of 

Observations 

5,553 

3,538 

2,0 1 5 

1,499 

847 

1,101 

1,093 

1, 013 

727 
701 

7 65 

784 

779 

902 

895 

871 

2,294 

2,388 

1,486 

1,339 

1, 462 

1,255 

3,046 

1, 326 

336 

845 
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Tables of Standards Errors for Selected Estimates from 

the 2004 Willingness and Ability to Pay Survey (WAPS) 

17. WAPS Estimate of Percent of All Men Ages 15 to 49 Using Any Method of Contracept i on by 

Subpopul ation Category 

Standa r d C.V. 

Category . Estimate Error (%) 

95% Confidence Interval 

Lower Upper 
Design 

Effect 

Number of 

Observations 

UKRAINE: 

AREA OF RESIDENCE: 

Urban 

Rural 

REGION 

West 

North 

Central 

South 

East 

AGE: GROUP 

15- 19 years 

20 - 24 years 

25-29 years 

30-34 years 

35-39 years 

40 - 44 years 

45-49 years 

EDUCATION LEVEL 

Less Secondary 

Completed Secondary 

More than Secondary 

INCOHE LEVEL 

< 400 Hrivna 

400-599 Hrivna 

600-899 Hrivna 

900+ Hrivna 

EHPLOYI1ENT STATUS 

Employed 

Unemp l oyed 

N:aternity l eave 

Other 

61. 7 

63 . 3 

58 . 0 

50.1 

60 . 7 

63 . 6 

67.5 

68 . 1 

28 . 3 

66.0 

65 . 1 
76 . 4 

73 . 3 

69.6 

58.7 

39.2 

63 . 6 
71.8 

54 . 4 

60.2 

62 . 8 

67.3 

69.7 

59 . 3 

0 . 0 

36 . 9 

0 . 9 

1.1 

1.2 

1. 6 

2 . 5 

2.0 

2.1 

1.7 

2.0 

2.1 

2.2 

1.8 

2 . 0 

1.8 

2 . 2 

1. 9 

1.2 

1. 5 

1. 7 

1. 7 

1.6 
1.7 

1. 43 

1. 8 1 

2 .12 

3.25 

4.17 

3 . 07 

3 . 05 

2.54 

7.19 

3.18 

3 . 30 

2.32 

2.73 

2.65 

3.8 1 

4.94 

1. 82 

2.03 

3.13 

2.85 

2.55 

2.48 

1.0 1.43 

1. 9 3.24 

0. 0 ****** 
1.9 5.18 

59.9 

61. 0 

55.6 

46.9 

55.8 

59.8 

63.4 
64.7 

24 . 3 

61.9 

60 . 9 

72 . 9 

69.4 

66.0 

54.3 

35 . 4 

61.3 

68.9 

51 . 1 

56.9 

59 . 6 

64.1 

67.7 

55 . 5 

0 . 0 

33 . 1 

63 . 4 

65 . 5 

60 . 4 

53.3 
65.7 

67 .4 

71.5 
·71.5 

32 . 2 

70. 1 

69 . 3 

79 . 8 

77.2 

73.2 

63 . 0 

43.0 

65.8 

74.7 

57.8 

63 . 6 

65 . 9 

70 . 6 

1. 66 

1. 98 

0.97 

1. 25 
2 . 37 

1. 57 

1. 89 

1. 49 

1. 66 

1. 53 

1. 4 6 
1.18 

1. 33 
1. 20 

1. 43 

1. 52 

1. 41 

1. 76 

1. 28 

1. 41 

1. 53 

1 . 83 

71.6 1.54 

63 . 0 1.22 

0. 0 ****** 
40.6 1.55 

4,746 

2 , 820 

1 ,926 

1, 360 

731 

957 

850 

848 

756 

616 

629 
674 

644 
757 

670 

954 
2,372 

1,420 

1 , 182 

1,135 

1 , 263 

1 ,150 

2 , 984 

880 
1 

881 
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Tables of Standards Errors for Selected Estimates from 

the 2004 Willingness and Ability to Pay Survey (WAPS) 

18. WAPS Estimate of Percent of All Men Ages 15 to 49 Using Any Modern Method of Contraception 

by Subpopulation Category 

Category 

UKRAINE 

AREA OF RESIDENCE 

Urban 

Rural 

REGION 

West 

North 

Central 

South 

East 

AGE GROUP 

15-19 years 

20- 24 years 

25-29 years 

30-34 years 

35-39 years 

40 - 44 years 

45-49 years 

EDUCATION LEVEL 

Less Secondary 

Completed Secondary 

Nore than Secondary 

INCONE LEVEL 

< 400 Hrivna 

400-599 Hrivna 

600-899 Hrivna 

900+ Hrivna 

ENPLOYMENT STATUS 

Employed 

Unemployed 

Other 

Estimate 

49.4 

52.0 
43.5 

35.3 
45.7 

52 . 4 
57.5 
57 . 8 

27.4 

61.1 
51.8 
61. 2 

56.8 
49.7 

40.8 

31.9 
50.2 
58.2 

40.7 
47 . 8 

49.9 
56. 9 

55.3 

45.0 
33.2 

Standard c.v . 
Error (%) 

0.9 1 .8 1 

1.2 2.24 

1.2 2.84 

1.5 4 . 31 

2.4 5 . 30 

1 .8 3.50 

2.0 3 . 56 
2 . 1 3. 65 

2. 0 7. 38 

2. 1 3.51 

2 . 2 4.21 

2.1 3.40 

2.3 3 . 99 

2.1 4.18 

2. 1 5.21 

1.9 5.99 
1. 2 2. 37 

1. 6 2. 68 

1.7 4.10 

1. 7 3. 64 

1.7 3.34 

1. 8 3.13 

1. 1 1. 95 

1.9 4.26 
1.8 5.47 

95% Confidence Interval 

Lo11er Upper 

47. 6 

49 .7 

41.0 

32.3 
41.0 
48.8 
53 .5 
53.6 

23 .5 

56.9 
47.6 

57 .1 

52.3 
45.6 
36 . 6 

28 . 2 
47.9 

55.2 

37.4 
44.4 

46.6 
53.4 

53.2 

41.3 
29 . 6 

51.1 

54 . 3 
45 . 9 

38.3 
50.5 
56.0 
61.5 
61. 9 

31.4 

65.3 
56.1 
65 . 3 
61.2 

53.8 
45.0 

35.7 
52.5 
61.3 

43.9 
51.2 

53 .1 
60.4 

57.4 

48.8 
36 .7 

Design 

Effect 

1. 63 

1. 92 
0. 96 

1. 2 
2 .0 9 

1. 29 
1. 68 
1. 97 

1. 68 
1. 5 1 

1. 36 
1. 23 

1. 35 
1. 29 

1.3 

1. 63 
1. 38 
1. 68 

1. 26 
1.39 
1. 54 

1. 86 

1. 55 

1.1 9 
1. 4 6 

Number of 

Observations 

4,746 

2,820 
1,926 

1,360 
731 
957 

850 
848 

756 

616 
629 

"674 

644 
757 

670 

954 
2 , 372 

1,420 

1,182 

1 ,1 35 

1, 263 

1, 150 

2 1 984 
880 
88 1 
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Tables of Standards Errors for Selected Estimates from 

the 2004 Wi llingness and Ability to Pay Survey (WAPS) 

19. WAPS Es t ima te of Percent of Al l Men Ages 15 to 49 Using Condoms by Subpopul ation Category 

Category 

UKRAINE 

AREA OF RESIDENCE 

Urban 

Rural 

REGION 

~lest 

North 

Central 

South 

East 

AGE GROUP 

15-19 years 

20 - 24 years 

25- 2 9 years 

30 - 34 years 

35- 39 years 

40 - 44 years 

45 - 49 years 

EDUCATION LEVEL 

Less Secondary 

Completed Secondary 

Nore than Secondary 

INCOHE LEVEL 

< 400 Hrivna 

400-599 Hrivna 

600-899 Hrivna 

900+ Hrivna 

EHPLOYHENT STATUS 

Employed 

Unemployed 

Other 

Estimate 

34.0 

35 . 7 

30. 1 

25 . 0 

35.4 
32 . 5 
38 . 9 
39 . 4 

26.7 
55.7 
41.8 
34 . 8 
28.0 
26.7 
22.5 

26.0 
34 . 7 
37.4 

31.0 
34.3 
31 .6 

38.2 

35.8 
33.3 
28.2 

Standard C.V. 

Error (%) 

0 . 8 2.44 

1. 1 3.04 

1.1 3 . 76 

1. 3 5.09 

2 . 1 5 . 94 

1. 6 4.93 
2.1 5 . 30 

2 . 1 5.45 

2.0 7.56 

2.1 3.84 

2. 1 5 . 12 

2. 1 6.14 
2.1 7 . 34 

1.9 6.99 
1.8 7 . 94 

1.8 6.80 

1.2 3.33 

1.5 4.01 

1. 5 4 . 94 

1.7 5.01 

1. 5 4. 67 

1. 7 4.42 

1. 0 2.84 

1.8 5.32 

1. 8 6 . 24 

95% Confidence Interval 

Lo~;er Upper 

32 . 3 

33.5 
27.8 

22.5 

31. 3 
29.4 
34.9 

35.2 

22.8 

51.5 
37.6 
30.6 
24 . 0 
23 . 0 
19.0 

22 . 5 
32 . 5 
34.5 

28 . 0 

30 . 9 
28.7 

34.9 

33 . 9 
29 . 8 

24.7 

35 . 6 

37.8 

32.3 

27.5 

39.5 
35. 7 
43 . 0 
43.6 

30.7 
59.9 
46.0 
38.9 
32 . 1 

30.3 
26.0 

29.4 
37.0 
40 . 3 

34.0 
37 . 6 

34.4 
41.5 

37 . 8 

36.8 
31.6 

Design Number of 

Effect Observations 

1. 55 

1. 80 

0 . 94 

1. 02 
1.7 1 
1. 1 2 
1. 75 
2.08 

1. 7 0 
1. 45 
1. 34 
1. 36 
1 . 36 

1. 33 
1. 28 

1.57 
1. 44 
1. 61 

1.19 

1. 49 
1. 40 
1. 74 

1. 48 
1. 13 
1. 51 

4,746 

2 , 820 

1 ,926 

1 , 360 
73 1 
95 7 

850 
848 

756 

616 
629 
674 
644 
757 
670 

954 
2 , 372 
1, 420 

1,182 

1,135 
1 , 2 63 
1 , 150 

2,984 
880 

881 
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Tables of Standards Errors for Selected Estimates from 

the 2004 Willingness and Ability to Pay Survey (WAPS) 

20. WAPS Estimate of Percent of All Currently Married Women Ages 15 to 49 Using Any Method of 

Contraception by Subpopul ation Category 

Category 

UKRAINE 

REGION 

West 

North 

Central 

South 

East 

AGE GROUP 

15-19 years 

20-24 years 

25-29 years 

30-34 years 

35-39 years 

40-44 years 

45-49 years 

EDUCATION LEVEL 

Less Secondary 

Completed Secondary 

More than Secondary 

INCOHE LEVEL 

< 400 Hrivna 

400-599 Hrivna 

600-899 Hrivna 

900+ Hrivna 

EMPLOYMENT STATUS 

Employed 

Unemployed 

Maternity leave 

Other 

Estimate 

68.4 

59.8 
67.2 

73.3 

73.0 

70 . 6 

54.6 

56 . 8 

72.5 

77 . 2 

76.9 

69 . 7 

54.2 

66.0 

67 .1 

69 . 9 

64.9 

69. 1 
71.5 

67. 1 

69.8 
67.7 

60 . 9 

66.1 

Standard C.V . 

Error (%) 

1. 0 1.40 

1. 8 3.04 

2.8 4.20 

2.0 2.76 

1.9 2.66 

2.1 2.95 

8 . 9 1 6.32 

3 . 5 6. 1 2 

2. 2 3 . 02 

2 . 0 2.53 

2 . 1 2.78 

1.9 2.78 

2.4 4.40 

2.9 4 . 40 

1.4 2.09 

1. 4 1. 95 

2 . 0 3. 02 

1. 9 2.73 

1. 6 2.29 

1. 9 2. 90 

1. 2 1.77 

1 .6 2.42 

3 . 2 5.24 

6.5 9.88 

95% Confidence Interval 

Lmver Upper 

66 . 5 

56.3 
61.6 

69 . 4 
69 . 2 

66.5 

37.2 

50 . 0 

68.2 

7 3.4 

72.7 

65.9 

49.5 

60 . 3 

64 . 3 
67.2 

61. 1 

65.4 

68 . 3 
63.3 

67.4 

64.5 

54 . 6 

53.3 

70.2 

63 . 4 
72.7 

77.3 
7 6.8 

74 . 7 

7 2. 1 

63.7 

76.8 

81. 1 

81. 1 

73.5 

58.9 

71.7 

69.8 

72.5 

68 . 8 

72 . 8 
74 . 7 

71.0 

72.2 

70.9 

67.1 

78.9 

Design 

Effect 

1. 26 

1. 00 
1. 87 

1. 19 

1. 08 

1. 29 

1. 36 

1. 46 

1. 2 1 

1. 09 

1. 31 
1. 07 

1. 24 

0.94 

1.14 

1. 30 

0.93 

1.11 

1.15 

1. 53 

1. 33 
1. 00 

1. 07 

1. 47 

Number of 

Observations 

3 , 338 

943 

505 

67 6 

648 

566 

38 

284 

540 

577 

586 

691 

622 

320 

1 , 450 

1 , 568 

724 

802 

949 

858 

2 , 005 

964 

29 1 
78 
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Tables of Standards Errors for Selected Estimates from 

the 2004 Willingness and Ability to Pay Survey (WAPS) 

21. WAPS Estimate of Percent of Al l Currently Married Women Ages 15 to 49 Using Any Modern 

Method of Contraception by subpopulation Category 

Category 

UKRAINE 

REGION 

~lest 

North 

Central 

South 

East 

AGE GROUP 

15-19 years 

20- 24 years 

25-29 years 

30-34 -years 

35-39 years 

40- 44 years 

45-49 years 

EDUCAT-ION LEVEL 

Less Secondary 

Completed Secondary 

t1ore than Secondary 

INCONE LEVEL 

< 400 Hrivna 

400-599 Hrivna 

600-899 Hrivna 

900+ Hrivna 

El1PLOYMENT STATUS 

Employed 

Unemp l oyed 

Maternity leave 

Other 

Estimate 

46.9 

36.7 

40 . 2 

54 . 6 

51. 7 

52.8 

39.2 

41. 3 

52 . 3 

58 . 2 

52 . 4 

44 . 9 

31.8 

45.7 

45 . 2 

48 . 5 

39.4 

44.7 

51.5 
48.6 

4 9 . 0 

44 . 0 

41.3 

45.1 

Standard C.V. 

Error (%} 

1. 0 2.19 

1.8 4 . 93 

2.9 7. 15 

2.3 4.15 

2.0 3 . 96 

2. 4 4 . 64 

8 . 9 22. 69 

3.4 8.26 

2. 4 4. 60 

2 . 3 3.91 

2.5 4.70 

2.0 4.49 

2 .1 ·6. 67 

3.2 7.00 

1.5 3.33 

1.5 3.10 

2 . 0 5.04 

2.0 4.44 

1. 9 3. 60 

2 .1 4.27 

1. 3 2. 70 

1. 7 3.89 

3. 2 7. 64 

6 . 5 1 4.30 

95% Confidence Interval 

LoHer Upper 

44.8 

33 . 1 

34.6 

50.2 
47.7 

48.0 

21.8 

34.6 

47.6 

53.7 

47.6 

41.0 

27 . 7 

39 . 4 

42.2 
45.6 

35.5 

40 . 8 
47 . 9 

44 . 6 

46.4 

40 . 6 

35. 1 

32.5 

48.9 

40.2 

45 . 9 

59. 1 
55.7 

57.6 

56.6 

48 . 0 

57.0 

62 . 6 

57 . 3 

48.9 

36.0 

51.9 

48 .1 

51. 4 

43 . 3 

48.6 

55.1 
52 .7 

51 . 5 

47.3 

47.5 

57 . 8 

Design 

Effect 

1. 27 

1. 02 
1. 78 

1.1 8 

0.95 

1 . 48 

1. 41 

1. 42 

1. 17 

1. 07 

1. 24 

0 . 99 

1.13 

1.02 

1. 16 

1. 34 

0.91 

1. 07 

1. 21 
1. 53 

1 . 29 
0 . 97 

1. 03 

1. 30 

Number of 

Observations 

3 , 338 

943 

505 

676 

648 

566 

38 

284 

540 

577 

586 
691 

622 

320 

1,450 

1 , 568 

724 
802 

949 

858 

2,005 

964 
29 1 

78 
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Tables of Standards Errors for Selected Estimates from 

the 2004 Willingness and Ability to Pay Survey (WAPS) 

22. WAPS Estimate of Percent of All Currently Married Women Ages 15 to 49 Using Oral 

Contraceptives by ~ubpopulation Category 

Category 

UKRAINE 

AREA OF RESIDENCE 

Urban 

Rural 

REGION 

l;est 

North 

Central 

South 

East 

AGE GROUP 

15-19 years 

20-24 years 

25- 29 years 

30-34 years 

35-39 years 

40-44 years 

45-4 9 years 

EDUCATION LEVEL 

Less Secondary 

Completed Secondary 

t-1ore than Secondary 

INCOME LEVEL 

< 400 Hrivna 

400-599 Hrivna 

600- 899 Hrivna 

900+ Hrivna 

E!-IPLOYMENT STATUS 

Employed 

Unemployed 

Maternity leave 

Other 

Estimate 

5 .8 

6 . 7 

3.9 

4.5 

3.9 

4 . 8 

10.5 

5.7 

6.5 

5 . 5 

8.0 
7.9 

7.4 

4.8 

1.8 

2.5 

4 . 4 

7.6 

3 . 3 
4 . 6 

7.3 

7.0 

6.3 
4.7 

5.5 

6 . 4 

Standard C.V . 

Error (%) 

0.5 8.02 

0.6 9.26 

0.6 15 . 76 

0.7 16.48 

1.0 26 . 44 

1.1 22. 95 

1.4 13.42 

1.0 1 6.89 

3.9 60 .16 

1.5 27.38 

1.1 14.22 

1.3 16.42 

1. 3 17 .31 

0.9 18.90 

0.6 32.38 

1. 0 38.57 

0.6 13.27 

0.7 9 . 74 

0.8 24.26 

0.8 16.79 

1.0 13.28 

0.9 13.0 7 

0.6 9.22 

0.9 18. 08 

1. 5 26 .7 4 

3. 1 4 7. 60 

95% Confidence Interval 

Lo;,er 

4.9 

5.5 

2.7 

3 .1 

1.9 

2.6 

7 . 7 

3 .8 

-1.2 

2 .5 
5 .7 

5.4 

4.9 
3.1 

0.7 

0.6 

3.3 

6 . 2 

1.7 

3. 1 

5.4 

5.2 

5.2 

3. 1 

2.6 

0.4 

Upper 

6 . 8 

7.9 

5 .1 

6 . 0 

5.9 

6.9 

13.3 

7. 6 

14.2 

8 . 4 

10.2 
10.5 

9.9 

6.6 

2.9 

4.5 

5.6 

9.1 

4.9 

6.1 

9 .2 
8.7 

7.5 

6.4 

8.4 

12.4 

Design Number of 

Effect Observations 

1. 20 

1 .2 7 

0.94 

0.93 
1. 47 

1. 51 

1. 20 

1. 06 

1.07 

1. 28 

0.88 
1.17 

1. 21 

1. 09 

1. 04 

0.97 

1. 03 

1.16 

1. 11 

0.91 

1. 22 

1.14 

1. 07 

1. 33 

1. 05 

1. 20 

3,338 

2,010 
1 , 328 

943 

505 

67 6 

648 

566 

38 
284 

540 

577 

586 

69 1 

622 

320 

11 450 
1, 568 

724 

802 

949 

858 

2 ,005 

964 

291 

78 

142 



Tables o f Standar ds Errors for Selected Esti mates from 

the 2004 Willingness and Ability to Pay Survey (WAPS) 

23. WAPS Estimate of Percent of All Current ly Married Women Ages 15 to 49 Using IUD by 

Subpopulation Category 

Standard c.v. 95% Confidence Interval Design Number of 

Category Estimate Error (%I Lower Upper Effect Observations 

UKRAINE 19.3 0.8 3 . 90 17.8 20.8 1. 09 3 , 338 

REGION 

West 13 . 4 1. 1 8.29 11. 2 15.6 0 . 77 943 

North 11.6 1.6 13.58 8.5 14.6 1. 25 505 

Central 28 . 1 2 . 0 7 . 01 24 . 3 32.0 1 . 10 676 

South 21.7 1.8 8 . 06 18 . 3 25.2 1.03 648 

East 22 . 4 1.9 8.52 18.6 26.1 1. 28 566 

AGE GROUP 

15-19 years 2 . 2 2 . 2 99 . 45 -2.1 6.5 0.95 38 

20-24 years 11.1 2.0 17 .63 7.3 15.0 1.15 284 

25-29 years 18 . 7 1. 9 10. 1 3 15.0 22.4 1.19 540 

30-34 years 25 . 8 2.0 7.77 21.8 29.7 1. 05 577 

35-3 9 years 23.1 1.9 8.05 19.4 26.7 0.98 586 

40-44 years 20.9 1.7 8.03 17. 6 24.2 1 . 02 691 

4 5-4 9 years 14 . 4 1.5 10.38 11.5 17.3 0.99 622 

EDUCATION LEVEL 

Less Secondary 22.0 2.7 12.09 16.8 27.3 1. 03 320 

Completed Secondary 20.0 1.2 5.81 17.7 22 . 2 1. 07 1,450 

More than Secondary 18.3 1.1 5.79 16.2 20.4 1 . 11 1 , 568 

INCot1E LEVEL 

< 400 Hrivna 17.6 1.6 9.14 14.5 20.8 0.99 724 

400- 599 Hrivna 19 . 9 1.6 7.90 16.8 22.9 1. 03 802 

600-899 Hrivna 20.6 1.4 6.66 17.9 23.3 1.01 949 

900+ Hrivna 18.8 1.4 7.44 16.1 21.6 1. 14 858 

EHPLOYI1ENT STATUS 

Employed 21.0 1.0 4.75 19 . 0 23.0 1.11 2 , 005 

Unemployed 17.5 1.3 7.36 14.9 20.0 0 . 94 964 

Maternity leave 14.6 2.1 1 4 . 63 10 . 4 18.8 0.92 291 

Other 13.8 4.4 32.19 5. 1 22.5 1 . 28 78 
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Tables of Standards Errors for Selected Estimates from 

the 2004 Willingness and Ability to Pay Survey (WAPS) 

24. .WAPS Estimate of Percent of All Currently Married Women Ages 15 to 49 Using Condoms by 

Subpopulation Category 

Standard c.v. 95% Confidence Interval Design Number of 

Category Estimate Error (%) Lower Upper Effect Observations 

UKRAINE 18.6 0.8 4.53 16.9 20.2 1. 40 3,338 

AREA OF RESIDENCE 

Urban 19.3 1.1 5.75 17.2 21.5 1. 63 2,010 

Rural 16.9 1.1 6.63 14.7 19 .1 0.84 1,328 

REGION 

West 16.6 1.4 8.26 13.9 19.3 0 . 99 943 

North 22.2 2.5 11.37 17.3 27.1 1.91 505 

Central 18.2 1.8 9.74 14.7 21. 7 1. 20 676 

South 15.1 1.6 10.35 12.0 18 .2 1. 08 648 

East 21.4 2.2 10. 20 17.2 25.7 1 .74 566 

AGE GROUP 

15-19 years 30.5 8.7 28.39 13.5 47.5 1 . 50 38 

20-24 years 23.3 3.0 12. 99 17.4 29.2 1. 51 284 

25-29 years 21.6 2.0 9. 26 17.6 25 .5 1.19 540 

30-34 years 20.4 1.9 9.17 16.7 24 . 0 1. 08 577 

35-39 years 19.1 1.9 9.80 15.4 22 .7 1.15 586 

40-44 years 16.0 1.7 10.39 12.8 19.3 1.24 691 

45-49 years 13.1 1.5 11.66 10.1 16.1 1.11 622 

EDUCATION LEVEL 

Less Secondary 19.9 2 .5 12.59 15.0 24.8 0.98 320 

Completed Secondary 18.0 1.2 6.44 15.7 20.3 1.16 1 , 450 

t1ore than Secondary 18.9 1.3 6.66 16.4 21.3 1.53 1, 568 

INCOt1E LEVEL 

< 400 Hrivna 16 .5 1.5 9.28 13.5 19.5 0 . 94 724 

400-599 Hrivna 17.8 1.5 8.31 14.9 20.7 1. 00 802 

600-899 Hrivna 20 . 5 1 . 6 7.60 17.5 23.6 1.31 949 

900+ Hrivna 18 .5 1.6 8 . 67 15.4 21.7 1.52 858 

EHPLOYMENT STATUS 

Employed 18 . 4 1.1 5.94 16 . 2 20.5 1. 47 2,005 

Unemployed 18.6 1.4 7.76 15.7 21.4 1.12 964 

Maternity leave 19.2 2.5 13.02 14.3 24.1 1. 01 291 

Other 21.8 5.5 25.13 11.1 32.6 1. 36 78 
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Tables of Standards Errors for Selected Estimates from 

the 2004 Willingness and Ability to Pay Survey (WAPS) 

25 . WAPS Estimate of Percent of All Women Ages 15 to 49 Using Any Modern Method of 

Contraception by Most Recent Source of Method 

Category 

TYPE OF SOURCE 

Public 

Private 

Other 

SOURCE OF METHOD 

Pharmacy , pharm. Kiosk 

Public Homen's consult 

Private t·mmen' s consult 

Public maternity hospital 

Private maternity hospita 

Family p lanning center 

Public clinic 

Public polyclinic gyn. 

Rural ambulatory 

Rural FOP Feldsher-obst. 

Private clinic physician 

Family doctor - public 

Family doctor - private 

Corrunercial kiosk 

Store - supermarket 

Family, friends 

Other facility 

Do not knm-J 

Estimate 

22 . 5 
75.2 

1.8 

67. 6 

14.4 
1.0 
1.6 
0.0 
0.1 

0.5 
5.1 
0.0 
0 . 4 
0.6 
0.2 
0.1 
2 .8 
2 . 9 
0.5 
1.3 
0.5 

Standard C . V. 

Error (%) 

1.1 
1.1 
0.3 

4. 71 

1. 47 
17.33 

1.2 1.84 
0 . 9 6.25 
0.3 29 .4 6 
0.3 17.64 
0.0 100.39 
0.1 100.10 
0.1 25.40 
0.5 10 .65 
0.0 93.32 
0.1 29 . 75 
0.2 33.14 

0.1 59 . 26 
0.1 72 . 38 
0.4 14.79 
0.4 15 . 25 
0.2 31.64 
0.3 20 . 86 
0.2 37 . 71 

95% Confidence Inte rval 

LoHer Upper 

20.4 
73.0 
1.2 

65.2 
12.7 

0.4 
1.1 
0.0 

-0.1 
0 . 3 
4.0 
0.0 
0.2 
0.2 
0.0 

- 0.1 
2.0 
2.0 
0.2 
0.8 
0 .1 

Design 

Effect 

24.6 
77.3 

2.4 

70.1 
16.2 

1. 6 
2 . 2 
0.1 
0.3 
0.8 
6.2 
0.1 
0.7 
1.0 
0.5 
0.3 
3 . 7 
3 . 7 
0.8 
1.8 
0.9 

Number of 

Observations 

1. 28 
1. 31 
1. 09 

1. 41 
1. 31 
1. 80 
1. 04 
0 .93 
1. 70 
0.71 
1. 22 
0.61 
0 .7 4 
1. 34 
1. 61 
1. 31 
1. 27 
1. 37 
1. 04 
1.11 

1. 46 

502 
1, 564 

37 

1,413 
304 

21 
37 

1 
1 

19 

145 

124 
1 

13 
12 

3 
2 

57 
58 
11 
26 

8 



Tab l es of Standards Errors for Selected Estimates from 

the 2004 Will i ngness and Ability to Pay Survey (WAPS) 

26. WAFS Estimate of Percent of All Women Ages 15 to 49 Using Oral Contraceptives by Source of 

Method 

Standard c .v. 95% Confidence Interval Design Number of 

Category Estimate Error (%) LoHer Upper Effect Observations 

TYPE OF SOURCE 

Public 6 . 2 1.7 27 . 41 2 . 9 9.6 1. 28 

Private 93 . 8 1.7 1. 82 90.4 97.1 1. 28 

SOURCE OF HETHOD 

Pharmacy, pharm. Kiosk 91.9 1.9 2.06 88.2 95.6 1. 24 

Public women's consult 4.4 1. 6 36 . 12 1.3 7.5 1. 54 

Private Nomen's consult 1.0 0.7 70.62 -0.4 2.5 1. 35 

Public clinic 0.3 0.3 100.07 - 0.3 0 . 9 0.82 

Public polyclinic gyn. 0.3 0.3 100.20 -0.3 0.9 0.8 1 

Rural FOP Feldsher-obst. 1.2 0.5 45 . 34 0.1 2.2 0.63 

Private clinic physician 0 . 8 0.6 71. 27 - 0 . 3 2.0 1. 07 
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250 

246 
11 

2 
l 

l 

6 
2 



Tables of Standar ds Errors for Selected Estimates from 

the 2004 Willingness and Abil i ty to Pay Surv ey (WAPS) 

27. WAPS Estimate of Percent of All Women Ages 15 to 49 Using IUD by Most Recent Source of 

Method 

Standard c.v . 95% Confidence Interval Design Number of 

Category Estimate Error (% ) LoHer Uppe r Effect Observations 

TYPE OF SOURCE 

Public 59.8 2.0 3 . 37 55 . 8 63.7 1.15 

Private 40.0 2.0 5.09 36.0 44.0 1.18 

SOURCE OF METHOD 

Pharmacy , kiosk 36 . 2 2.0 5.61 32.2 40.2 1. 22 

Public \·IOmen ' s consult. 38 . 4 2 . 1 5.38 34.3 42.4 1 . 23 

Private HOmen' s conult 2.2 0.6 29.25 0.9 3 . 4 1. 30 

Public maternity hospital 4.7 0.8 17 . 53 3.1 6 . 3 1. 02 

Private maternity hospita 10. 1 0 . 1 100 . 34 -0 . 1 0.4 0.93 

Public clinic 1.4 0.4 27. 15 0.7 2.1 0 . 71 

Public polyclinic gyn . 14.7 1.5 10.08 11.8 17.6 1.19 

Rural FOP Feldsher-obst. 0.1 0.1 99 . 95 - 0.1 0.4 0 . 97 

Private clinic physician 1. 1 0.4 35 . 23 0.3 1.8 0.92 

Family doctor - public 0.5 0.4 72.58 - 0.2 1.2 1. 74 

Family doctor - private 0.4 0.3 72.24 - 0.2 0 .9 1. 31 

Do not knm·I 0.2 0.2 99 . 47 -0.2 0.7 1 .52 
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457 

331 

303 

279 

16 

36 
1 

17 . 

122 
1 

9 
2 
2 
1 



Tables of Standards Errors for Selected Estimates from 

the 2004 Willingnes s and Ability to Pay Survey (WAPS) 

28. WAPS Estimate of Percent of All Women Ages 15 to 49 Using Condom by Most Recent Source of 

Method 

Standard c.v. 95% Confidence Interval Design Number of 

Category Estimate Error (%) LoHer Upper Effect Observations 

TYPE OF SOURCE 

Public 1.7 0.4 24 . 13 0 . 9 2.5 0.92 

Private 96.2 0.7 0.70 94 . 9 97.5 1.13 

Other 1. 1 0.4 31 . 91 0.4 1.9 1. 09 

SOURCE OF ~1ETHOD 

Pharmacy, kiosk 83 . 6 1.5 1. 80 80.7 86 . 6 1 .52 

Public \·mmen' s consult. 0.8 0.3 33.53 0.3 1.3 0.81 

Private women's conult 0. 1 0.1 1 00.24 -0 . 1 0 . 3 0 . 99 

Public maternity hospital 0.2 0.2 100.14 - 0.2 0 . 5 1. 71 

Pri vate maternity hospitc 0 . 1 0.1 1 00.64 -0.1 0.2 0.67 

Public clinic 0. 1 0.1 93.4 1 - 0.1 0 . 2 0.61 

Public polyclinic gyn . 0.5 0.2 42 . 18 0 .1 0.9 0.78 

Rural FOP Feldsher-obst . 0 . 3 0.3 1 00.00 - 0 . 3 0 . 9 2 . 72 

Private clinic physician 6.2 0 . 9 14. 70 4 . 4 7 . 9 1. 30 

Family doctor - public 6.1 0 . 9 15. 46 4.3 8.0 1. 43 

Family doctor - private 1.0 0.3 33. 67 0.4 1. 7 1. 09 

Do not kn0\-1 0.9 0 .4 40 . 85 0.2 1.7 1. 47 

1 8 
885 

1 1 

77 0 

8 
1 

1 
1 
1 
6 
1 

57 

57 
10 

7 
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Tables of St andards Errors for Select ed Estimates from 

the 2004 Willingness and Ability to Pay Survey (WAPS) 

29. WAPS Estimate of Percent of All Men Ages 15 to 49 Using Condom by Most Recent Source of 

Method 

Standard c.v. 95% Confidence Interval Design Number of 

Category Estimate Error (%) LoHer Upper Effect Observations 

TYPE OF SOURCE 

Public 1.3 0.3 24.46 0 . 7 1.9 1. 35 21 

Private 98.1 0.4 0.38 97 .3 98.8 1. 29 1,475 

Other 0.6 0.2 30 . 46 0.3 1.0 1. 04 12 

SOURCE OF HETHOD 

Pharmacy, kiosk 80 . 4 1.3 1. 68 77 . 8 83 .1 1. 99 1 , 2 1 0 

Public \·Iemen' s consult 0 . 4 0.1 35 . 84 0.1 0 . 6 0.81 6 

Public maternity hospital 0.2 0.1 71.88 -0.1 0.4 1. 65 2 

Public clinic 0 . 1 0.1 72.74 - 0 . 1 0.3 1. 31 2 

Rural ambulatory 0.1 0.0 58.24 0.0 0.2 0 . 46 3 

Rural FOP Feldsher-obst. 0.3 0.1 46.08 0.0 0.5 1. 05 6 

Private clinic physician 0 . 1 0.1 87.75 - 0 . 1 0 . 2 0 . 96 1 

Youth friendly clinic 0 . 2 0.2 83 . 75 - 0.1 0.6 2.77 2 

Commercial kiosk 9.4 1 .0 10.39 7 . 5 11.3 1. 93 i49 

Store - supermarket 8.2 0.9 11. 1 0 6.4 9.9 1. 89 115 

Family, friends 0.6 0.2 31.98 0 . 2 1.0 1. 05 11 

Other facility 0 . 1 0.1 100.32 - 0.1 0.2 0.95 1 
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