
3 The  Measurement  of Unmet  
Need  

The procedures followed here to classify currently married 
women according to the need for family planning are easentially 
these used in the fast DHS comparative report on unmet need 
(Westoff and Ochoa, 1991), but with some changes. For example, 
the d e f m i t i o a  o f  infeenndity has b e e n  expanded  to include w o m e n  

w h o  rep l i ed  to the reproduc t ive  in ten t ions  ques t ion  that  they were  
unab le  to g e t  p regnan t  as  we l l  a s  w o m e n  w h o  repor ted  that they  
d id  no t  in tend  to use  con t racep t ion  because  they  had  reached 

m¢l!opatt~. Tl~¢ cutoffpoint for the last menstrual period has also 
been changed to six months ago rather than six wo~ks. Finaily,an 
additional check to classify the need for limiting for pregnant and 
amenorrheic women was imposed; the pregnancy had to be report- 
ed as never wanted and the woman had to want no more children 
in the future) These changes do not make much of a difference in 

t This change was nex:~sa~ bexau~ c/some ambiguity in the wording of the 
qmmlan u s ~  to d~¢rmltm p l a t a . s  stttus for em'~mtly pregnant wom¢~a. 
~ t m d y ,  ,4~nifieant fra~ioas of wom~,t ttputte.d the pmgn~cy as r.¢ver 
w.,,,.a (espexiany in mb-Saharan Africa) bat said that they w=nted aaodm-child 
so¢o or" latin'. These incoQsisttmt cases wea'c masslgned from tbe "aeed for 
!;,,,;t;,,~- to tim "a~d for ~ d n g "  ca~g~y. 

the proportions classified as in need. Howeve,, m malntahl com- 
parability the new criteria have been applied when pess~lc to 
those DHS-I countries for which trend analysis is conducted, a 

The acnml algorithm used for the cla~ifx"ation of unmex 
need among married women (algorithms for unmmicd women are 
described later) is illustrated in Figure 3.1 for Kenyan women in 
the 1993 survey. As in the earlier report, the a~,~iaetien between 
pregnant or aracnorrheic women and women who are fecund non- 
users but who arc neither pregnant nor amenorrhoic is retained. In 
the Kenya illustration, this hn~r camgory comprises 24.6 percent 
of married women and those pregnant cf amenorrheic are 30.0 
percent of the total. An additional 12.6 percent ~ classified as 

= It is ~videm ftcan the histo~ of dm measurtancat of m m ~  aeed that k has boca 
an evolving ~occss tmbjcct to periodic tv.f'mtznc~ts. R,-c~n;¢ c/continuing 
modifications, dm esdraat~ in this rtport will not ~ e.xacdy ~ th  ~ 
in the published DH3 F/m Commy Relpor=. Moreover, =hey w-2J not agm¢ 
p r e c i ~  with lh¢ mvls~ de~n;tlc~s in the SL~lard Recode Fi1~ for DHS-II (the 
total unraet ~ should be the same, but the sparing ~ shocld be hlgbe~ 
and the Limiting ~mpcmtag ]owe~). 3~ey should be veiny ~ however. 

Figure 3.1 Unmet need among currendy married women: Kenya, 1993 
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infecund, ~ which is a lower bound on the estimate of e~ t  parame- 

The unmet need for pregnant or amenon-heic wcme~ is de- 
termined primarily from the reported planning stares ~ f  preg- 
nancy or birth in an effort to capture the woman 's  int~t/cm at the 
time of  that conceptiun. Depending on whether the ixegnar~y 
was repotled as occtrring before it was wanted (wj~r~med) or as 
having occurred when no more children at all were wanted (un- 
wanted), these women are divided into a need for slx~ing or a 
need fee limiting. As already noted, an additional check for the 
unwanted category is imposed, which reclassifies those who want 
moce children into the "need for spacing" category. 

Earlier work had regarded all pregnant and ~ i c  
women as simply not exposed to the risk of  p reg~ .~y ,  but the 
problem with that procedure can be understood by imagining a 

s Women are c.btssified ~ infectmd i f  ~ e y  are not uslng c~ttraceptioa, a ~  n e i ~  
pregnant  nor  a m e n o t d ~ ,  have been roamed at least five years, ha~e n~t used any 
method in the la~ five years (or in A[~can cc~mt~es have never  tu~ed m y  method) 
andhave  n~t had a b'mh in the pa~ five years, or who  lutve n¢~ memu'mled hi  the 
la_n ~ x  m ~ t h s .  ~r  who ststed that they coald noc have a baby in ~ to  the 
quenion on tegt, oductive intentions, or who gave menopause as the main r e m ~  
that they dld not intend Io ~ e  a~y metho~  The r e v ~ l ; - ~  womc~ in she sample 

of whom may he hffec~md. 

pop,t I~tlo, n in which all women who did not use conWaception s l ~  
came txegnant unintentionally. It is un.reasonable to conclude 
from this example that thare woaid be no unmet need ut aiL In 
Kenya, 12.7 percamt of  married women who are pregnant of 
orrheic are clasaified as in need of spacing becanse of a mistimed 
Ixegnancy und 4.6 percont are ¢l.~¢tffu~d as in _ _~ed__ _ of limiting be- 
cause of an unwanted pregnancy/blrth. 

Nonusers who are neither pregnant nor amenorrheic but who 
are classified as fecund are deFmed as having an unmet need for 
spacing if they say they want to wait at least two more years be- 
fore the birth of the next child (9.4 percent of all Kenyan married 
women). ~ If  they say they want no more children, they are then 
c l~f 'Ted es having an unmet need for limiting (8.7 percent i .  
Kenya). These two categories are then combined with the ca're- 
sponding need categories for pregnant or  amenen'beic women for 
the summary measures of  unmet need. In the Kenya illustration, 
the t o ~  estimated unmet need is 35.5 percent for cttrreutly mar- 
fled women. This is a very high level, as will be seen in the next 
section. 

s P ~ g n ~ :  or ~,~,~on'heic women whose  pregnancy was the ~ of • ~ a c e p -  
five failme ate n¢~ &-~,~l  as in need of  fmxily i d , . , ~ . ~  t ,e~-~e in fact t h ~  ~ 
m e ~  ~ the t ime of the ~ o c L  h nuty be  that they are in need of  a t ~ - ,  
= ~ 3 d  but that is a d~ffel~tt cc~tcept. Tt shoold be noted, however, thin a l t h o ~  
J g ~  v~mcm al~ Do~ ~h -A~4  h3 the t~a~let i ~  clt~Ot~o Ihey al~ i n c ] t ~  in g ~  
loud demand. Fafimale~ of these fai ime rate~ are not  ava~thle for sub-Sa~m~ 
counui~  where, because of  low c~atracep~ive prevak:nce, the relevant q,~-~,~.~ 
w ~ e  nzt  included in the questionnaire. 
' Wcram who are unde~aA4 about whether  they want  another child a ~  clas~K-d 
in the -~-~1 for spacing" category. 
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