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Table I . ...,"'.illl-''';; Characteristics 

"'''''''''1-',''' Characteristics for women 

18·29 147 51.6 
30-39 108 38.0 
40+ 30 10.5 

Sex 
Female 
Male 

Xhosa 
No 6 2.1 
Yes 279 97.9 

Socioeconomic 

No 225 79.0 
Yes 
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Characteristics for men 

18-29 23 13.2 
30-39 91 13.2 
40+ 60 34.5 

Sex 
Female 
Male 

Xhosa 
No 4 2.3 
Yes 170 97.7 

Socioeconomic 

No 142 81.6 
Yes 32 18.4 

Level of education 
Less than 55 31.6 

school 1 67.8 
0.6 

Lives house/eouncil flat 84 48.3 
Lives in shack 90 51.7 

Income-household 
<RIOOO/month 106 60.9 
RI OOO-RI 999 month 51 29.3 
R2000+/month 9.8 

status 

Not in a eurrent sexual 58 33.3 
71 40.8 
45 25.9 

0-4 54 31.0 
5-11 41 23.6 
12+ 20 11.5 
Not in a current sexual 58 33.3 

I 0.6 
Partner is parent child 

No 46 26.0 
Yes 70 40.2 
Not in a current sexual 58 33.3 

Sexual 
Condom use in the last 6 months 

34 19.5 
117 67.2 

aetive 20 11.5 
3 1.7 

Clinical 
Main partner status 
HIV+ 47 48.5 
HIVunknown 29 29.9 
HIV- 21 21.7 

time since HIV+ 
0-12 months 99 56.9 
>12 months 75 43.1 

CD4 count, 
<200 68 39.1 
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73 42.0 
Pre-HIV of intimate partner violence 
No 170 97.7 
Yes 3 1.7 

0.6 
Disclosure to partners 

No 17 13.3 

Table II. ""''i''''''''''')' of intimate violence ,.,,,·rtic,i,.,,,,,t sex and time ofHIV ""'''-'.''''''''' 

Violence in relation to time of 

Table III. Reasons for intimate violence after HIV "''''5'''''''''' sex 

for intimate intimate Male 
partner violence after HIV partner violence partner violence 

Other 

women, a current Im~-tlme 

or 
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Table IV. Bivariate association prf:dic:ting a likelihood of HIV -related violence 

or violence for other reasons. 

Bivariate 

18-29 0.55 0.32 
30-39 0.74 0.25 
40+ 1.00 LOO 

Sex 
Female 
Male 

Socioeconomic 

No 1.00 1.00 
Yes 2.96 1.43 

Lives in house/council flat 1.00 
Lives in shack 0.43 0.71 

Income-household 
<RIOOO/month LOO 1.00 
RlOOO-R1999/month 0.60 0.90 
R2000+/month 0.81 1.20 

Not in a current sexual 1.80 0.23 
1.00 1.00 

0.26 0.58 
Partner is parent child 

No 1.00 1.00 
Yes 1.78 0.71 
Not in current sexual 3.97 0.27 

CD4 count, 
<200 1.00 1.00 
200-500 3.09 1.80 
>500 2.71 3.62 

Pre-IllY of intimate partner 

represent the women 
level of education, reUltlonstup, condom in the last 6 main 

partner status, time since HIV+ and disclosure to with ORs that could not be cal.culated due to small 
cell numbers were excluded from the table. 
t 95% CIs however rest of the 95% CIs Fisher's exact CIs. 
Note. It was to omit from the table and to present odds ratio estimates and 95% CI estimates 
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Table V. nUUUlJlv LU1~1"<lv Risk factors Intimate Partner Violence After the time of mv-

Positive UL<,);UeV"J,,, among 

U"'.5U~'~j", mo 
> 12 months VS. 0-12 months 5.30 1.34-20.99 

Abuse to HIV + dla.gn<lsIS 
Yes VS. no 2.74-22.59 

Condom use in the last 6 months 
times/Some 0.53 0.12-2.47 

active 0.83 0.13-5.10 

1.83 0.51-6.59 

and were included in the but the table was excluded as due to the 
n"nlnrr1nU IPV, the data are very 

similar) and are most to represent the women in the 
*7.7 observations 
Note. It was to omit from the table and to present odds ratio estimates and 95% CI estimates 
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Table VI. Crude and aUllu;:,',wu odds ratios for disclosure a main intimate partner IPV after dl<lgn:OSllS 

among women whose discl..;:o::..su:::f;.::e...:;s:.:.ta:::tu::;:::.s..;:is::..kn=o::..w:.:..::n::... ---,--------r------.------~ 
disclosure to 
partners 

Total, crude OR t Adjusted OR 

""Total, % 
1.00 

es * 
**Total does not add up to 100 because 

status to 

_n"""HfP status to 
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to 
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Table VII. Crude and aUliUSllea odds ratio for HIV status IPV after Ul"'1511\'''!'' among HIV-

""",'i+i,,~ women in '"'''''HJU''AH~''' where the status of the partner was known. 

par1ners status 
yes no tAdjusted 

l.00 
* 

ofIPV, condom and CD4 count. 
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1.11",gnC'SlS, mo 
>12 months vs. 0-12 months 

Abuse to HIV+ dia,gnc)sis 
VS. no 

Condom use in the last 6 months 
aVOHVl.V1>. times/Some 

VS. never 
CD4 count 

200-500 vs <200 

Risk factors for Intimate Partner Violence after the time ofHIV-

1.09-19.13 

4.09-53.66 

0.48 O.LO- 2.31 

3.59 0.41-31.07 

1.66 0.39-6.98 

but the table was excluded as due to the 
are very 

n-'mI11e~ from the table and to present odds ratio est;lmaltes and CI estimates 
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~!!lQJQrJ~:§Ll~§§.2tt.\lli!Y2, wakhe wazifumana 
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about I 
IF 

1. I WIIInt to ha"e a child UWllLJl.It.U 

2. I may WIIInt to hllV8 II 

3. I may Mint to hllllll • child ~!.!!i!l"'-ll!"-"'J!.!.!~~ 
4. I have decided that the future 
5. I do riot know lam unsure about whether I may Mint to have II child in the Mure 

No-O 
Not II lcable .. ::I 

Yi&S '" 1 
No"2 
Unsure .. 9 
MB IF PARTICIPANT 
ANSINERS YES. TO 7fI 
ANDIOR SO REMEMBER TO 
ASK IF WOULD UKE ro 
SPEAK ""TH SOMEONE 
ABOIJT THIS ANDAOOPT 

Your HIV status:::: 1 

a BRIEFLY Describe 

Enter 1-5 
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