The Influence of Partnership Type and Characteristics
on Condom Use Among Young African American Women
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Background Results (cont’d)

» Of the 392 partnerships with report on condom use, 56.1% had

 Partnership classifications following a "Main/Steady/Primary” or _ |
Inconsistent condom use.

“Casual/Non-steady/lIrregular” dichotomy are commonly used in
research on sexual risk behavior, however no operationalized
definitions have been established.

* More likely to report inconsistent condom use |If:
*partner was a “Boyfriend” [2.05 (1.37-3.09)]
*reported use of non barrier birth control [2.49 (1.62-3.79)]
epartner was “Main” [2.17 (1.39-3.41)]
*reported that they would have sex with the partner again [2.20

* Youth tend to have dynamic/ephemeral partnerships.
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* Most commonly reported partnerships were “Boyfriend”
(47.2%), “"ex-Boyfriend” (21.0%), “"Friend with benefits” (20.5%)
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and “Someone | want to have a relationship with” (18.4%).




