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ABSTRACT

Objective

Adolescent mothers are at high risk of repeat pregnancy and repeat birth with short birth
intervals. Perceived stress is known to affect young women’s use of contraception, and therefore
risk of unintended pregnancy. The primary aim of the study was to examine how stress, stressful
life events, discrimination and economic hardship affect adolescent mothers’ risk for repeat
pregnancy. Secondary aims included examining if the association between stress and repeat
pregnancy was mediated by contraception use, if the stress experienced by the mother’s partner
was associated with risk of pregnancy and if the association between stress and repeat pregnancy
was mediated by social support and family functioning.

Methods

Data was obtained from a subset of participants from a longitudinal study of pregnant
adolescent females and their partners. Couples completed individual structured interviews via
audio computer-assisted self-interview (ACASI) during pregnancy and at six and twelve months
postpartum. The association between the predictors and repeat pregnancy was examined using
logistic regression.

Results

Stressful life events (OR: 1.52, 95% CI: 1.13, 2.03) and discrimination (OR: 2.35, 95%
Cl: 1.16, 4.76) were associated with greater risk of repeat pregnancy. Contraception use did not
mediate the association between the predictors and repeat pregnancy.

Conclusions

The results of this study suggest that adolescent mothers that experience mental distress,
and specifically stressful life events and discrimination, are at a greater risk of repeat pregnancy.
The results support the need for postpartum services that address the physical health as well as
the mental health of adolescent mothers to help them avoid a repeat pregnancy.
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Introduction

Adolescent parents are at a higher risk of adverse physiological and psychological health
outcomes than older parents [1] while their children are at a higher risk for negative health
outcomes throughout their childhood [2]. Furthermore, adolescents who have already become
pregnant are at a high risk of a repeat pregnancy; 18% of births to females age 15-19 are repeat
pregnancies [3]. Most adolescent mothers who experience a repeat pregnancy report that the
pregnancy was unplanned [4]. Women aged 15-19 are more likely to experience a pregnancy
within 18 months of a prior pregnancy than mothers in other age groups [5]. Short birth intervals
(less than 18 months) are associated with low birth weight and preterm birth, as well as neonatal
and infant mortality [6]. The risk for adverse birth outcomes is even greater when the inter-
pregnancy interval is less than 6 months.

Previous research has addressed factors that contribute to contraceptive use in adolescents,
including length of relationship, intimate partner violence and partner communication [7] [8].
However, studies identifying risk factors for rapid repeat pregnancy have largely considered
demographic factors such as age, race and marital status of the mother [9]. While more effective
methods of contraception, such as the sub-dermal implant and intrauterine devices are shown to
reduce instances of repeat pregnancies in adolescents, only 22% of adolescent parents choose a
method of contraception that is considered highly effective [3]. Adolescents are known to change
their contraceptive use patterns during the postpartum period [10], and identifying the specific
factors that affect contraception use could help to reduce rates of rapid repeat pregnancy.

Managing parenting responsibilities and relationship roles as an adolescent can be
challenging. Adolescent parents, who may experience a number of stressful challenges,

particularly if they are from a low-income minority background, may be less equipped to manage
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their own health needs [11]. While most adolescent parents do not want to experience a repeat
pregnancy, stress associated with being a young parent can impact their ability to successfully
avoid a second pregnancy.

Young women who experience stress are less likely to use contraception consistently [12].
Young women with moderate to severe symptoms of stress are also more likely to experience an
unintended pregnancy [13]. While general stress and anxiety have been established as predictors
of inconsistent contraceptive use and therefore unintended pregnancy, other sources of stress for
adolescents, such as stressful events, discrimination and economic hardship have not been
examined for their impact on unintended pregnancy.

Stressful life events, such as a romantic break-up or familial disruption, are associated with
risky behavior in young adolescents [14]. Further, studies have shown associations between risky
sexual behavior and other forms of social stressors, like racial discrimination [15] and economic
hardship [16]. However, the association between stressful factors and risky sexual behaviors has
shown to be modifiable. Supportive friendships are protective in the association of stressful life
events and risky sexual behavior in adolescents [17] and support from parents moderates the
association between family economic hardship and mental health issues [18].

While stress factors also influence the risk-taking sexual behavior of males [14] [17], no
studies that we are aware of examine how male experiences of stress are associated with
unintended pregnancy of their partner. Risk factors for rapid repeat pregnancy in adolescents
have largely been assessed only from the perspective of the adolescent mother, [19] [9] and do
not consider how the experiences of the father may affect risk for repeat pregnancy.

The aim of this study is to identify how stress, stressful life events, discrimination and

economic hardship impact adolescent mothers’ risk for repeat pregnancy. Secondary aims
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include examining the mediating effect of contraceptive use practices between stress predictors
and repeat pregnancy, examining how a partner’s stress contributes to the adolescent mothers’
risk of repeat pregnancy and how social support and family functioning can moderate the risk of
repeat pregnancy.

Methods

Procedure
The data are from a subset of participants from a longitudinal study of 296 pregnant

adolescent females and their partners. Participants were recruited between July 2007 and
February 2011 from obstetrics and gynecology clinics and an ultrasound clinic in four hospitals
in Connecticut. Interested participants were screened by research staff. Research staff explained
the study to eligible participants and answered any questions. If only the mother was present
during screening, she was provided with materials to give to the father, and research staff
requested permission to contact the father regarding participation in the study.

Inclusion criteria stipulated that participants must be: (a) pregnant or partner is pregnant
in the second or third trimester at the time of baseline interview; (b) women are age 14-21 and
men are age 14 or older at the time of the baseline interview; (c) both participants report being in
a romantic relationship with each other; (d) both report being the biological parents of the unborn
baby; (e) both agree to participate in the study and (f) both are able to speak Spanish or English.
An initial run-in period was used as part of the eligibility criteria and participants were deemed
ineligible if they could not be re-contacted after screening and before their estimated due date.

Research staff obtained informed consent at the baseline appointment. Couples
completed individual structured interviews via audio computer-assisted self-interview (ACASI).
Participation was voluntary and confidential, and did not influence the provision of health care or

social services. Adolescents who chose to participate in the study did not differ from those that
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declined to enroll in the study on any screening characteristics except that participants were more
likely to be two weeks further along in their pregnancy (p<0.05). Demographic variables were
assessed at baseline.

Predictors

Stress was measured using the 10-item Perceived Stress Scale [20]. Participants were
asked to rate how often in the past month individuals perceived their lives to be unpredictable
and uncontrollabl. Questions included “In the past month, how often have you felt unable to
control important things in your life?”. Response choices were: 0= “Never”, 1= “Almost never”,
2= “Sometimes”, 3= “Often” and 4= “Very often”. Stress was measured at six months
postpartum. Reliability for this measure was 0.78 for females and 0.81 for males.

Stressful life events were measured using an 11-item scale adapted from the Life Events
Scale [21]. Eleven stressful events were listed, including financial problems, problems with the
police or death of a friend or family member. Participants were asked if they experienced any of
the events in the previous six months. Responses choices were 1= “Yes” and 0= “No”. The
responses were summed to form a total score. Stressful life events were measured at six months
postpartum.

General discrimination was measured using a 20-item scale adapted from the Daily Life
Experiences Scale [22]. Participants were asked how often they experienced situations of
discrimination, such as being treated suspiciously or hearing offensive jokes or comments.
Response choices were: 0= “Never,” 1= “Less than once a year,” 2= “A few times a year,” 3=
“About once a month,” 4= “A few times a month,” and 5 = “Once a week or more.” General
discrimination was measured at baseline. Reliability for this scale was 0.93 for females and 0.94

for males.
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Economic hardship was measured by asking participants if in the past year they
experienced any of eight financial problems such as having a household utility shut off, going
hungry or needing to borrow money from family or friends. Responses choices were 1= “Yes”
and 0=“No”. The responses were summed to form a total score. Economic hardship was
measured at 12 months postpartum.

Outcome

Repeat pregnancy was measured by asking female participants at 6 months and at 12
months postpartum if they had become pregnant in the previous six months or were currently
pregnant at the time of the interview. If participants indicated they had experienced a subsequent
pregnancy at either time point, repeat pregnancy was measured as 1= “Yes”. If they indicated
that they had not experienced a subsequent pregnancy, repeat pregnancy was measured as 0=
“No”.

Mediators

Effective and ineffective methods of contraception were categorized based on failure
rates for typical use from the Centers for Disease Control [23]. Effective methods had failure
rates of less than 10% with typical use and ineffective methods had failure rates of 10% or more
with typical use. Effective methods of contraception were intrauterine devices, oral
contraception, hormonal injections, the hormonal patch or the NuvaRing. The percent of the time
using effective methods of birth control was calculated from participants’ responses to questions
about what percent of the time they used each individual method of contraception. The percent of
the time using ineffective methods of birth control, considered condoms, the rhythm method or
withdrawal, was also calculated from participants’ response to questions about what percent of

the time they used each individual method of contraception. If participants did not use any
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method of contraception, they received a score of “0” for both their percent of time using
ineffective methods and effective methods of contraception. Contraceptive use was measured at
6 months postpartum.

Moderators

Social support was assessed using a 9-item scale adapted from the Medical Outcomes
Study Social Support Survey (MOS Survey) [24]. Participants were asked how often someone
was available to help them if they were confined to a bed, to talk to about their problems, to give
them advice, and to show them love and affection. Response choices were: 0= “None of the
time”, 1= “A Little of the Time”, 2= “Some of the Time”, 3= “Most of the Time”, and 4="All of
the Time”. Social support was measured at 6 months postpartum. Reliability of the social support
scale was 0.97 for females and 0.97 for males.

Family functioning was assessed using a 12-item scale adapted from the 40-item Family
Functioning Scale (FFS) [25]. The scale measures general dimensions of family functioning with
items such as “My family accepts me as I am” and “People in my family listen when I speak”.
Response choices were 1= “Never”, 2= “Almost Never”, 3= “Rarely”, 4= “Sometimes”, 5=
“Frequently”, 6= “Almost Always”, 7= “Always”. Responses were summed to generate a total
family functioning score, with a higher score indicating a greater degree of family functioning.
Family functioning was measured at 6 months postpartum. Reliability was of this scale was 0.86
for females and 0.82 for males.

Data Analysis

Frequencies and means of the demographic and predictor variables were used to describe

the sample. T-tests were conducted for continuous variables and Chi-Square tests were

conducted for categorical variables to compare female participants who experienced a repeat
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pregnancy to those that did not. Logistic regression was used to examine the effect of the
predictor variables on the outcome of repeat pregnancy within one year of giving birth. In
addition to age, race, years of education and income, parity, breastfeeding status at 6 months
postpartum and relationship status with partner at 6 months postpartum were included as
covariates.

First, bivariate associations between each of the predictor variables and the outcome of
repeat pregnancy were examined. Next, interactions between social support and family
functioning and each of the predictors of interest were added to the models one at a time. Prior to
creating the interaction terms, the moderator variables social support and family functioning
were centered about the mean for female participants. Any significant interaction terms were
retained in the model. Finally, the mediating effects of percent of time using of effective and
ineffective methods of contraception for the predictors of interest that showed a significant
association with repeat pregnancy were examined using the program PRODCLIN [26]. All other
analyses were performed using SAS 9.3 statistical software.

Results

17.1% (N=39) of participants experienced a pregnancy by 12 months postpartum. In
examining the unadjusted bivariate associations between the main predictors and covariates and
repeat pregnancy, Latino race (OR: 0.43, 95% CI: 0.192, 0.942), being in a relationship with
their partner at 6 months (OR: 0.42, 95% CI: 0.19, 0.95) and greater use of effective methods of
contraception (OR: 0.88, 95% CI: 0.80, 0.96) were associated with reduced odds of repeat
pregnancy. Stressful life events (OR: 1.27, 95% CI: 1.07, 1.50) and general discrimination (OR:

1.50, 95% CI: 1.01, 2.22) were associated with increased odds of repeat pregnancy (Table 2).
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When all main predictors and covariates were included in the same multivariate model,
the associations between Latino race, relationship status with partner and percent use of effective
contraception with repeat pregnancy remained significant (Table 3). After adjustment, white race
was associated with reduced odds of repeat pregnancy (OR: 0.11, 95% ClI: 0.02, 0.57). Stressful
life events (OR: 1.51, 95% CI: 1.13, 2.03) and general discrimination (OR: 2.35, 95% CI: 1.16,
4.8) were also still associated with increased odds of repeat pregnancy after adjustment.

None of the associations between perceived stress, stressful life events, general
discrimination, economic hardship or the partner variables and repeat pregnancy were modified
by social support or family functioning, so the moderating variables were not included in the
final model (Table 3).

Greater use of effective methods of contraception was significantly associated with a
reduced risk of repeat pregnancy (B=-0.235, p=0.001), but greater use of ineffective methods of
contraception was not associated with repeat pregnancy (B=0.055, p=0.414). We examined
contraception use as a possible mediator between significant predictors and repeat pregnancy
using PRODCLIN to assess indirect effects. Use of effective methods of contraception did not
mediate the relationship between stressful life events and repeat pregnancy (95% ClI: -0.141,
0.057) or discrimination and repeat pregnancy (95% ClI: -0.253, 0.192). In addition, use of
ineffective methods of contraception did not mediate the relationship between stressful life
events and repeat pregnancy (95% CI: -0.035, 0.034) or discrimination and repeat pregnancy
(95% ClI: -0.150, 0.053).

Discussion
Our results show a significant association between stressful life events and repeat

pregnancy and general discrimination and repeat pregnancy in the first year postpartum for
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adolescent mothers. These results support findings in the literature that mental health issues, and
specifically stress, are associated with an increased likelihood of pregnancy among young
women. Our study extends these findings to discrete stressful life events and to general
discrimination. It is likely that women who experience stress are unable to manage their own
health needs and adequately protect themselves against pregnancy. As for discrimination, it is
postulated that feelings of discrimination cause minority groups to engage in behaviors that resist
the prevailing health norms [27]. During a period of role transition which can involve moving
out of their childhood home or conflicts with friends and family members, the stressful events
that adolescents experience may increase their risk of experiencing a repeat pregnancy. In
addition, adolescent parents report experiencing stigma for reasons including their age, marital
status and socioeconomic status [28]. The stressful circumstances that stem from being an
adolescent mother may place young mothers at a greater risk for repeat pregnancy. Postpartum
care for adolescent mothers should address not only the mental health of the adolescent mother,
but also the life circumstances that may cause her stress.

Contrary to the literature, we did not find an association between general perceived stress
and repeat pregnancy. This may be a consequence of our study population consisting entirely of
adolescent mothers, rather than young women that are seeking to prevent a first pregnancy. We
used the Perceived Stress Scale to examine stress, and young mothers may be more likely to cite
their parenting experiences as sources of stress rather than general situations of anxiety. Infant
temperament and parenting responsibilities can be sources of stress for adolescent mothers [29],
whereas the scale that we used to assess general stress did not contain items specifically about
parenting responsibilities. Familial economic hardship has also been shown to lead to risky

health behaviors in adolescents [16], though this was not found for our study population. The

11

www.manaraa.com



association between economic hardship and adolescent health behaviors has primarily been
established in the context of parental economic hardship. This relationship could be different
when the adolescent is experiencing their own economic hardship, rather than the hardship of a
parent. As half of the population in our study was not living with their parents at 6 months
postpartum, they may be less affected by parental economic hardship.

The pathway by which stressful life events and perceived discrimination are associated
with an increased risk of pregnancy cannot be explained by a failure to use contraception, as has
been described in the literature [12] [13]. However, it has been established that adolescents with
mental illness are at greater risk of pregnancy. A large longitudinal study of adolescents with
major mental illness, including depression, schizophrenia and bipolar disorder, showed that
adolescents with mental illnesses had higher fertility rates than unaffected adolescents, and that
while the overall rate of adolescent pregnancy is decreasing, the rate of pregnancy among
adolescents with a mental illness is decreasing at a slower rate [30]. The authors of this study
note that due to the lack of research in the area of adolescent mental health and reproduction,
they were unable to sufficiently explain their findings. Adolescent mothers that experience a
repeat pregnancy report not intending to become pregnant, but also a lack of intention to prevent
the pregnancy; intercourse often occurred due to coercion and spontaneity [31]. While we did not
find contraception use to mediate the pathway between stressful life events, discrimination and
repeat pregnancy, stress may be associated with risk of pregnancy by affecting the adolescents’
ability to make decisions about the frequency and circumstances of intercourse. Our findings
indicate a need to further examine the nature of the relationship between mental well-being and

pregnancy in adolescents.
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None of the partner stress variables were associated with repeat pregnancy. Studies have
found an association between stress and sexual risk behaviors and discrimination and sexual risk
behaviors in both males and females [15]. Our results suggest that this association is not the
same in males and females when the outcome examined is pregnancy. While certain relationship
characteristics have been associated with contraceptive practices [32], current findings suggest
individual characteristics of the adolescent mother are most important in determining pregnancy
risk.

We did not find the association between stressful life events and repeat pregnancy and
discrimination and repeat pregnancy to be moderated by social support or family functioning.
Other studies have found that supportive friendships and supportive parenting can buffer against
the effects of stress with regard to risky sexual behaviors [17] [18]. Again, this may be a
consequence of our sample consisting of young women who are already parents. At the point that
young women are already mothers, the support that they receive from parents and friends may be
less salient in buffering the negative effects of stressors.

Our study had several strengths, including a large sample size, a longitudinal design and
the inclusion of young women in romantic relationships, which allowed us to examine partner
effects. However, our study had several limitations. All of our predictor and outcome variables
were measured using self-report, which may be subject to bias. We also only measured instances
of repeat pregnancy up until one year postpartum, whereas repeat pregnancy is often defined as
experiencing pregnancy over 18 months postpartum [33]. Finally, our sample also consisted
primarily of low-income mothers, which may limit the generalizability of our results. The
characteristics that are associated with pregnancy in adolescent mothers may not operate in the

same way for young women who are seeking to prevent a first pregnancy. However, low-income
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adolescent mothers suffer the largest burden of negative health outcomes for themselves and
their children, therefore making our sample relevant in understanding health disparities
Adolescents who become pregnant, despite the fact the majority indicate the pregnancy
was unintended, are at a high risk of a subsequent pregnancy [4] [3]. The transition to parenthood
can be a challenging time for adolescents, limiting their ability to prevent future pregnancies. It
IS important to assist adolescent mothers in managing their mental health both to promote healthy
parenting practices [34], and also to ensure that adolescent mothers have the appropriate
resources to be able to prevent subsequent pregnancies. Our results demonstrate that young
mothers that experience stressful life events and discrimination are less able to prevent a
subsequent pregnancy. These findings support the need for programs that address the individual
mental health needs of adolescent mothers during the postpartum period, and that resources to
prevent subsequent pregnancies should specifically target young women. Our results also support

the need for more research on pregnancy risk among adolescents experiencing mental distress.

14

www.manaraa.com



References

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

Lesser, J. and S. Escoto-Lloyd, Health-related problems in a vulnerable population:
pregnant teens and adolescent mothers. Nurs Clin North Am, 1999. 34(2): p. 289-99.
Jutte, D.P., et al., The ripples of adolescent motherhood: social, educational, and medical
outcomes for children of teen and prior teen mothers. Acad Pediatr, 2010. 10(5): p. 293-
301.

(CDC), C.f.D.C.a.P., Vital signs: Repeat births among teens - United States, 2007-2010,
in MMWR Morb Mortal Wkly Rep2013. p. 249-55.

Raneri, L.G. and C.M. Wiemann, Social ecological predictors of repeat adolescent
pregnancy. Perspectives on Sexual and Reproductive Health, 2007. 39(1): p. 39-47.
Gemmill, A. and L.D. Lindberg, Short interpregnancy intervals in the United States.
Obstet Gynecol, 2013. 122(1): p. 64-71.

Kozuki, N., et al., The associations of birth intervals with small-for-gestational-age,
preterm, and neonatal and infant mortality: a meta-analysis. BMC Public Health, 2013.
13 Suppl 3: p. S3.

Manlove, J., S. Ryan, and K. Franzetta, Contraceptive use and consistency in U.S.
teenagers' most recent sexual relationships. Perspect Sex Reprod Health, 2004. 36(6): p.
265-75.

Stone, N. and R. Ingham, Factors affecting British teenagers' contraceptive use at first
intercourse: the importance of partner communication. Perspect Sex Reprod Health,
2002. 34(4): p. 191-7.

Boardman, L.A., et al., Risk Factors for Unintended Versus Intended Rapid Repeat
Pregnancies among Adolescents. Journal of Adolescent Health, 2006. 39(4): p. el1-e8.
Kershaw, T.S., et al., Short and long-term impact of adolescent pregnancy on postpartum
contraceptive use: implications for prevention of repeat pregnancy. J Adolesc Health,
2003. 33(5): p. 359-68.

Bucchianeri, M.M., et al., Multiple Types of Harassment: Associations With Emotional
Well-Being and Unhealthy Behaviors in Adolescents. J Adolesc Health, 2013.

Hall, K.S., et al., Young women's consistency of contraceptive use--does depression or
stress matter? Contraception, 2013. 88(5): p. 641-9.

Hall, K.S., et al., The risk of unintended pregnancy among young women with mental
health symptoms. Soc Sci Med, 2014. 100: p. 62-71.

Low, N.C., et al., Common stressful life events and difficulties are associated with mental
health symptoms and substance use in young adolescents. BMC Psychiatry, 2012. 12: p.
116.

Stock, M.L., et al., The effects of racial discrimination on the HIV-risk cognitions and
behaviors of Black adolescents and young adults. Health Psychol, 2013. 32(5): p. 543-50.
Kwon, J.A. and K.A.S. Wickrama, Linking Family Economic Pressure and Supportive
Parenting to Adolescent Health Behaviors: Two Developmental Pathways Leading to
Health Promoting and Health Risk Behaviors. J Youth Adolescence, 2013.

Brady, S.S., et al., Supportive friendships moderate the association between stressful life
events and sexual risk taking among African American adolescents. Health Psychol,
2009. 28(2): p. 238-48.

15

www.manaraa.com



18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24,

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

Lee, T.K,, K.A. Wickrama, and L.G. Simons, Chronic family economic hardship, family
processes and progression of mental and physical health symptoms in adolescence. J
Youth Adolesc, 2013. 42(6): p. 821-36.

Crittenden, C.P., et al., The role of mental health factors, behavioral factors, and past
experiences in the prediction of rapid repeat pregnancy in adolescence. Journal of
Adolescent Health, 2009. 44(1): p. 25-32.

Cohen, S. and G. Williamson, Perceived stress in a probability sample of the United
States, in The Social Psychology of Health, S. Spacapan and S. Oskamp, Editors. 1988,
Sage: Newbury Park, CA.

Brugha, T. and D. Cragg, The list of threatening experiences: The reliability and validity
of a brief Life Events Questionnaire. Acta Psychiatrica Scandinavica, 1990. 82: p. 77-81.
Harrell, S.P., The Racism and Life Experiences Scales (RaLES). Unpublished manuscript,
1997.

Control, C.f.D. Contraception. 2013 [cited 2014 March 6]; Available from:
http://www.cdc.gov/reproductivehealth/unintendedpregnancy/contraception.htm.
Sherbourne, C.D. and A.L. Stewart, The Mos Social Support Survey. Social Science &
Medicine, 1991. 32(6): p. 705-714.

Tavitian, M.L., et al., Dimensions of Family Functioning. Journal of Social Behavior and
Personality, 1987. 2(2): p. 191-204.

Fritz, M.S. and D.P. MacKinnon, Mediation models for developmental data, in Handbook
of Developmental Research Methods. 2012, Guilford Press: New York.

Factor, R., I. Kawachi, and D.R. Williams, Understanding high-risk behavior among
non-dominant minorities: a social resistance framework. Soc Sci Med, 2011. 73(9): p.
1292-301.

Fulford, A. and M. Ford-Gilboe, An exploration of the relationships between health
promotion practices, health work, and felt stigma in families headed by adolescent
mothers. Can J Nurs Res, 2004. 36(4): p. 46-72.

Secco, M.L. and M.E. Moffatt, Situational, maternal, and infant influences on parenting
stress among adolescent mothers. Issues Compr Pediatr Nurs, 2003. 26(2): p. 103-22.
Vigod, S.N., et al., Fertility rate trends among adolescent girls with major mental illness:
a population-based study. Pediatrics, 2014. 133(3): p. e585-91.

Herrman, J.W., Repeat pregnancy in adolescence: intentions and decision making. MCN
Am J Matern Child Nurs, 2007. 32(2): p. 89-94.

Manlove, J., et al., Relationship characteristics and contraceptive use among young
adults. Perspect Sex Reprod Health, 2011. 43(2): p. 119-28.

Corcoran, J. and V.K. Pillai, Effectiveness of secondary pregnancy prevention programs:
A meta-analysis. Research on Social Work Practice, 2007. 17(1): p. 5-18.

Hodgkinson, S., et al., Addressing the mental health needs of pregnant and parenting
adolescents. Pediatrics, 2014. 133(1): p. 114-22.

16

www.manaraa.com


http://www.cdc.gov/reproductivehealth/unintendedpregnancy/contraception.htm

Tables

Table 1. Demographics and participant characteristics

Became pregnant again Did not become pregnant again

N Mean % N Mean %
(SD) (SD)
Demographics
Age 39 19.08 189 18.62
(1.31) (1.67)

African American 21 53.85 69 36.51
Latino 11 28.21 85 44.97
White 4 10.26 28 14.81

Other race 3 7.69 7 3.70
Years Education 39 12.05 189 11.79
(1.99) (1.87)
Household income 39 12500.0 188 12906.9
(13470.7) (13537.8)
Predictors
Stress 39 15.0256 189 14.9153
(6.1537) (6.4711)
Stressful Life 39 2.6154 188 1.6170
Events (2.2197) (1.8067)
General 39 1.0615 189 0.7685
Discrimination (0.9293) (0.7803)
Economic Hardship 39 1.4103 180 1.1944
(1.6176) (1.4574)
Stress (Partner) 31 15.5313 172 14.7427
(7.3878) (6.7155)
Stressful Life 32 2.5000 172 1.8421
Events (Partner) (2.1251) (1.9109)
General 39 1.1808 187 1.0249
Discrimination (1.1577) (1.0043)
(Partner)
Economic Hardship 35 1.3714 162 1.3210
(Partner) (1.6104) (1.7110)
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Table 2. Unadjusted associations between predictors and repeat pregnancy

Demographics Odds Ratio 95% CI
Age 1.20 0.96, 1.51
African American 1.00 ref
Latino 0.43 0.19, 0.94
White 0.47 0.15, 1.50
Other race 141 0.33,5.93
Years Education 1.07 0.90, 1.28
Household income 1.00 1.00, 1.00
Covariates
Percent use of effective 0.88 0.80, 0.96
contraception
Percent use of ineffective 1.05 0.97,1.14
contraception
Breastfeeding status 0.64 0.18, 2.27
In relationship with 0.42 0.19, 0.95
partner
Parity 1.26 0.65, 2.42
Predictors
Stress 1.00 0.95, 1.06
Stressful Life Events 1.27 1.07,1.49
General Discrimination 1.50 1.01,2.22
Economic Hardship 1.10 0.88, 1.37
Stress (Partner) 1.02 0.96, 1.08
Stressful Life Events 1.17 0.98, 1.40
(Partner)
General Discrimination 1.15 0.84,1.59
(Partner)
Economic Hardship 1.02 0.82,1.26
(Partner)
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Table 3. Adjusted associations between predictors and repeat pregnancy

Demographics Odds Ratio 95% CI
Age 1.49 0.95, 2.33
African American 1.00 ref
Latino 0.18 0.05, 0.67
White 0.11 0.02, 0.57
Other race 0.59 0.07, 5.04
Years Education 1.15 0.83, 1.59
Household income 1.00 1.00, 1.00
Covariates
Percent use of effective 0.79 0.69, 0.91
contraception
Percent use of ineffective 1.06 0.93,1.21
contraception
Breastfeeding status 0.36 0.04,3.12
In relationship with partner 1.19 0.26, 5.45
Parity 1.01 0.35, 2.87
Predictors
Stress 0.95 0.88, 1.03
Stressful Life Events 1.52 1.13,2.03
General Discrimination 2.35 1.16,4.76
Economic Hardship 0.86 0.58, 1.28
Stress (Partner) 1.00 0.92, 1.08
Stressful Life Events 1.14 0.89, 1.46
(Partner)
General Discrimination 1.32 0.84, 2.07
(Partner)
Economic Hardship 1.02 0.74,1.40
(Partner)
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