
57Volume 26, Number 2, June 2000

ject and its predecessor, the World Fertil-
ity Survey (WFS). Contraceptive Preva-
lence Surveys (CPS) were also used in a
few instances to provide comparative
data. Our main criteria for selecting a
country were that it had participated in at
least two nationally representative sur-
veys and that the surveys included the rel-
evant measures of demand and contra-
ceptive use. Altogether, 41 countries
participated in a total of 108 surveys that
currently satisfy these criteria. The range
of time covered by the surveys extends
from the mid-1970s to the late 1990s. The
number of surveys and the interval be-
tween surveys in these countries have all
varied greatly over this period.

We have grouped the 41 countries that
provide the data for this analysis into three
regional categories. The 18 Sub-Saharan
African countries and the 11 Latin Amer-
ican countries are reasonably representa-
tive of their respective regions, although
some important countries (such as South
Africa) are not included. Central Ameri-
can nations are also underrepresented,
with survey data only for Guatemala.

The third grouping is a much more het-
erogeneous residual category of 12 de-
veloping countries that consists of a num-
ber of Asian populations, as well as Egypt,
Jordan, Morocco, Tunisia and Turkey. We
included estimates for India taken from a
published 1980 national family planning
survey4 and from the 1991–1992 Nation-
al Family Health Survey (which was mod-
eled after the DHS). Recent estimates from
Pakistan are from a 1994–1995 CPS. China
is not included because comparable data
are not available over time.

Our analysis focuses on the potential de-
mand for limiting births, which consists of
two groups: the proportion of married
women who want no more children and
who are practicing some method of con-
traception; and women who want no more
children but who, for one reason or another,
are not practicing contraception (although
they presumably are fecund*). This latter
component is commonly referred to as the

Table 1. Selected measures of demand for contraception among currently married women, by
country and year, Sub-Saharan Africa, 1977–1998

Country Total demand % using % with % exposed to % of users 
and year for limiting method unmet need risk of unwanted who are

(as %) for limiting for limiting pregnancy and limiting births†
not using method*

Benin
1981 5.5 1.8 3.7 2.9 6.8
1996 23.2 5.1 18.1 11.5 31.1

Botswana
1984 25.2 10.6 14.6 6.7 38.6
1988 36.1 15.2 20.9 10.3 46.1

Cameroon
1978 6.6 0.3 6.3 4.1 11.7
1994 13.4 5.1 8.3 3.2 31.5
1998 17.0 7.1 10.0 2.2 36.4

Côte d’Ivore
1980 4.0 0.3 3.7 1.8 11.5
1994 17.2 3.4 13.8 6.5 29.5

Ghana
1979 10.6 2.0 8.6 4.9 21.3
1988 20.6 4.9 15.7 7.0 37.9
1993 29.7 9.8 19.9 8.7 48.5

Kenya
1977 14.9 2.5 12.4 6.1 38.0
1984 30.0 10.0 20.0 10.0 58.7
1989 44.3 18.4 25.9 11.5 68.3
1993 46.2 23.0 23.2 8.7 70.2
1998 45.8 25.4 20.4 5.1 65.3

Madagascar
1992 34.6 10.3 24.4 4.4 61.4
1997 31.8 11.3 20.4 4.4 58.4

Mali
1987 10.5 0.7 9.8 4.3 14.5
1995–1996 13.5 2.5 11.0 4.5 36.5

Niger
1992 5.1 0.7 4.6 0.8 15.0
1998 6.4 1.3 5.1 1.0 16.0

Nigeria
1981 4.6 0.6 4.0 3.1 13.5
1990 11.2 2.7 8.5 4.0 45.3

Rwanda
1983 18.6 2.1 16.5 8.0 25.1
1992 33.7 11.0 22.7 5.7 51.9

Senegal
1978 5.7 0.5 5.2 2.6 12.9
1986 13.8 2.9 10.9 4.0 25.8
1992–1993 15.6 3.1 12.5 4.9 41.4
1997 18.9 5.0 13.9 6.8 38.5

Sudan
1978 14.6 1.7 12.9 5.8 38.5
1989–1990 19.8 4.1 15.7 6.5 46.8

Tanzania
1991–1992 18.6 4.5 14.1 5.7 43.3
1996 26.1 8.4 17.7 6.2 45.6

Togo
1988 22.1 9.9 12.2 5.8 29.2
1998 25.1 8.7 16.4 3.1 37.1

Uganda
1988–1989 16.4 2.8 13.6 5.2 56.8
1995 29.7 7.9 21.8 7.1 53.4

Zambia
1992 20.4 6.3 14.1 5.3 41.2
1996 24.5 10.1 14.4 5.8 39.0

Zimbabwe
1984 18.5 10.4 8.1 3.1 29.3
1988–1989 30.6 15.7 14.9 8.1 36.5
1994 32.3 21.1 11.2 4.2 43.8

*The difference between this column and the preceding column is the proportion currently pregnant or amenorrheic. †The denomina-
tor for this column is all currently married women who are practicing contraception.

*We excluded subfecund women from the numerators
of all of the rates, but in the interest of keeping all cur-
rently married women as the standard denominator, we
included subfecund women in the denominators. In the
WFS, women were classified according to their subjec-
tive perception of their ability to become pregnant and
have another child. Those classified as subfecund then
were not asked whether they wanted any more children.
A different procedure was followed in the DHS: No di-
rect question was asked about fecundity; instead, a be-
havioral measure was developed based on a woman’s
being exposed to risk and not using contraceptives for
at least five years but experiencing no birth (along with
some additional criteria such as reporting menopause
as a reason for not intending to use a method).


