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Dissolution of Primary Intimate Relationships
during Incarceration and Implications
for Post-release HIV Transmission

ABSTRACT Incarceration is associated with sexually transmitted infections (STIs) including
human immunodeficiency virus (HIV). Incarcerationmay contribute to STI/HIVbydisrupting
primary intimate relationships that protect against high-risk relationships. Research on sexual
networkdisruptionduring incarcerationand implications forpost-releasesexual riskbehavior is
limited.We interviewed a sample ofHIV-positivemen incarcerated inNorthCarolina to assess
how commonly inmates leave partners behind in the community; characteristics of the
relationships; and theprevalenceof relationshipdissolutionduring incarceration.Amongprison
inmates, 52% reported having a primary intimate partner at the time of incarceration. In the
period prior to incarceration, 85%ofmen in relationships livedwith and 52% shared finances
with their partners. In adjusted analyses,menwhodidnot have aprimary cohabitingpartner at
thetimeof incarceration,versusthosedid,appearedtohavehigher levelsofmultiplepartnerships
(adjusted prevalence ratio (PR), 1.5; 95% confidence interval (CI) 0.9–2.6; p=0.11) and sex
trade, defined as giving or receiving sex for money, goods, or services (adjusted PR, 2.1; 95%
CI 0.9–4.8; p=0.08) in the 6 months prior to incarceration. Involvement in financially
interdependent partnerships appeared to be associated with further reductions in risk
behaviors. Of men in primary partnerships at the time of prison entry, 55% reported their
relationship had ended during the incarceration. The findings suggest that involvement in
primary partnerships may contribute to reductions in sexual risk-taking among men involved
in the criminal justice system but that many partnerships end during incarceration. These
findings point to the need for longitudinal research into the effects of incarceration-related
sexual network disruption on post-release HIV transmission risk.

KEYWORDS Incarceration, Disruption, Sexual networks, Primary partnerships, Sexual
behavior, African Americans, Southern US, North Carolina

BACKGROUND

Formermale inmates are three to six timesmore likely to beHIV-infected thanmenwith no
historyof incarceration.1–4 This may be the case, in part, because incarceration is strongly
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associated with HIV risk behaviors such as multiple and concurrent sex partnerships, sex
trade, and substance use.5–13 The factors driving HIV risk among formerly incarcerated
men remain unclear and merit further study.

The experience of incarceration itself may contribute to a former inmate’s HIV risk
behavior because incarceration fractures social ties including intimate relationships.14–18 It
is estimated that 50–80% of inmates are married or in committed relationships at the
time of their incarcerations.19–21 Since being in a committed relationship is associated
with lower levels of sexual risk-taking in general-population samples,22,23 loss of a
partner during incarceration may lead to post-release HIV risk-taking among former
inmates. The conceptual model guiding this research is a modified version of the Stress-
buffering Effect of Social Ties and Health Model, developed by Cohen et al. (2000) and
adapted by Kawachi and Berkman (2001).24,25 Figure 1 illustrates the hypothesized
effects of the dissolution of primary relationships on post-release HIV risk behaviors.
Loss of a primary sex partner during incarceration may lead former inmates to seek new
and multiple partners to meet sexual and emotional companionship needs after release.
In addition, loss of a committed partner may reduce the former inmate’s social support
network. Reduced social support may diminish coping and lead to negative emotional
and behavioral responses such as depression and anxiety,24-26 which in turn may lead
former inmates to self-medicate with sex or drugs.25 There is limited epidemiologic
research focused on the primary relationships of inmates, including how commonly
inmates leave partners behind in the community, levels of relationship stability (e.g.,
duration of relationships, frequency of seeing one another), the degree to which
relationships are protective against HIV risk behaviors, and the prevalence of their
dissolution during incarceration. Given the high and growing number of people
incarcerated in the USA, the disruptive effect of incarceration on families and
relationships, and the potential link between loss of a partner and HIV risk behaviors,
research into the disruption of relationships during incarceration is warranted.

We conducted a pilot study to characterize the primary intimate relationships
of inmates and to evaluate the dissolution of these relationships during the
period of incarceration in North Carolina (NC), a state with high HIV
incidence.27 We interviewed a sample of HIV-infected NC state prison inmates to
assess how commonly men were in primary relationships at the time of their
incarceration; characteristics of their relationships, including the degree to which
being in a primary relationship was associated with lower levels of HIV risk
behavior in the months prior to incarceration; and the prevalence and correlates of
and the perceived reasons for the dissolution of primary relationships during
incarceration.
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FIG. 1. Dissolution of Relationships during Incarceration and Post-release Sexual Risk Behavior:
Conceptual Model. Modified version of the Stress-buffering Effect of Social Ties and Health Model,
developed by Cohen et al. 24 and adapted by Kawachi and Berkman 25
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METHODS

Participants and Procedures
The studywas conducted in twoNCstateprisons fromJune throughDecember2006. Study
participantswereHIV-positivemenwhowerecurrently incarcerated intheNCprisonsystem
andwhoreceivedHIVcare frominfectiousdiseaseclinicshoused in the twostudyprisons.At
the time of the study, approximately 80% of the entire population of HIV-infected male
inmates receivedHIV care at these two prison-based clinics.While the menwaited for their
routine HIV care visit, they were asked to participate in a brief study about relationships
during incarceration. Eligibility criteria included: resided in anyNorth Carolina county just
prior to the current prison incarceration; resided outside of prison for at least 1 year since the
date last released from prison to the date incarcerated in prison for the current sentence, if
formerly incarcerated inprison;andhadbeenincarceratedfor thecurrent sentence forat least
3monthsandnolonger than24months. Interviewersbroughteligible inmateswhoagreedto
participate to a private area to protect confidentiality and, after confirming that respondents
were at least 18 years of age, obtained verbal informed consent for an anonymous 15 to 20-
minute structured interview.

The UNC-CH School of Public Health Institutional Review Board and the
Human Subjects Committee at the NC Department of Correction provided ethical
approval for the study.

Measures

Prevalence of Primary Relationships at the Time of the Current Incarceration Study
participants were asked, “At the time when you started this current incarceration… were
you in a relationship with a main partner? Was this partner your spouse, someone who
was not your spouse but with whom you had a special emotional commitment, or a
partner with whom you did not have an emotional commitment?” Those who were
married or who had a partner with whom they reported an emotional tie at the time the
current incarceration were categorized as having a primary relationship at the time of
incarceration (yes versus no).

Characteristics of PrimaryRelationships Prior to theCurrent Incarceration Among those
who were in a primary relationship at the time of the incarceration, we assessed
characteristics of the relationship in the period prior to the incarceration, including
whether the respondent was in a heterosexual, marital, cohabiting, and/or parenting
partnership; the length of the relationship; how frequently the respondent saw his partner;
and whether the partner relied on the respondent financially.

HIV Risk Behavior Prior to Incarceration To evaluate whether primary relation-
ships may be protective against HIV risk, we measured associations between being
in a primary relationship at the time of incarceration and two pre-incarceration HIV
risk behaviors: multiple partnerships, defined as two or more partnerships (yes
versus no), and transactional sex, defined as giving or receiving money, goods, or
services for sex (yes versus no) in the 6 months prior to the incarceration.

Dissolution of Primary Relationships during Incarceration We asked incarcerated
men who had a primary relationship at the time of incarceration, “Are you still in a
relationship with your main partner now?” A respondent who was in a primary
relationship when he entered prison, but who was no longer with his partner at the
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time of the survey, was categorized as having experienced the dissolution of a
primary relationship during incarceration (yes versus no).

Timing of and Perceived Reasons for the Dissolution of Primary Relationships
during Incarceration Among those who experienced the dissolution of a relation-
ship during incarceration, we assessed the timing of the break-up and the socio-
demographic and behavioral factors that the respondent perceived to have
contributed to the dissolution of the relationship. To further assess the factors that
drive the dissolution of relationships, we asked all respondents who had ever had a
relationship that lasted for at least 1 year to report the factor(s) that played a role in
the dissolution of their most recent relationship of at least 1 year.

Data Analysis
We performed analyses in Stata, version 10.0 (Stata Corp., College Station, TX). We
calculated frequencies and/or means of respondent background characteristics, pre-
incarceration characteristics of the respondents’ intimate relationships that were
disrupted by incarceration, and perceived reasons for the dissolution of primary
relationships during incarceration.

To assess whether primary relationships were associated with lower levels of
pre-incarceration HIV risk behaviors, we calculated prevalence ratios (PRs) and
95% confidence intervals (CIs) for the associations between being in a primary
relationship, in primary relationship in which partners lived together, and a primary
relationship in which partners were financially interdependent (primary partner was
someone with whom the respondent shared finances) and HIV risk behaviors, using
a generalized linear model with probability weights, log link, Poisson distribution
without an offset, and a robust variance estimator.28-30 In adjusted models, we
included age G30 years, black race, poverty (as indicated by worry about food for
self or family in the 4 weeks prior to incarceration), and crack use in the 6 months
prior to incarceration.

The same regression methods were used to estimate unadjusted PRs and 95%
CIs for the correlations between respondent socio-demographic and behavioral
factors and dissolution of relationships during incarceration.

RESULTS

Background Characteristics of Study Population
Of the 78 HIV-positive male inmates recruited for the survey, 64 men (82%) agreed
to participate in the interview. Among respondents (N=64), the mean age was
40 years. Eighty-nine percent were African American; six respondents were white
(9.4% of sample), and one respondent (1.6% of sample) was Native American. A
substantial proportion of respondents had not completed high school (38%). One
fifth reported worrying about having enough food for themselves or their families in
the 4 weeks prior to incarceration. The majority of participants reported use of an
illicit drug in the 6 months prior to incarceration (56%), with crack/cocaine use
reported by the greatest percentages (50%). No respondent reported use of injection
drugs. Among incarcerated men, 52% reported having multiple sex partnerships
and 31% reported transactional sex in the 6 months preceding the incarceration.

Respondents’ median sentence length for the current incarceration was
21 months. Seventeen percent were serving sentences of less than 12 months, 34%
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had sentences of 12 to 23 months, and 48% had sentences of 24 months or longer.
At the time of the interview, 9% of men had been incarcerated for 3 to 6 months,
56% for 6 to 12 months, and 34% for greater than 12 months and less than
24 months. All reported having been previously incarcerated in jail or prison for
longer than 1 month during their lifetime, and approximately three quarters had
gone to jail or prison three or more times during their lifetime. Approximately 28%
were incarcerated for a drug crime and 17% for a violent crime.

Prevalence and Characteristics of Primary Relationships
of Prison Inmates
Over half of respondents (52%; 33 of 64 respondents) were in a primary
relationship at the time of their current incarceration. Of these, the majority were
heterosexual relationships (82%) and the majority had lived together (85%), saw
one another daily or nearly daily (88%), and had been together for 6 months or
longer (64%) or on and off for a number of years (30%). Over half reported that his
partner relied on him financially (52%). Few respondents in primary relationships
were married (N=6) or had children (N=4) with their partners.

Associations: Primary Relationships and HIV Risk
Behavior Prior to Incarceration
The numbers of sex partners in the 6 months prior to incarceration were lower
among respondents who, at the time of the current incarceration, were in a primary
relationship (2.7 partners) versus those who were not (4.6 partners, p=0.10); were
in a primary cohabiting relationship (2.5 partners) versus those who were not (4.6
partners, p=0.06); and were in a primary relationship in which partners relied on
one another financially (2.1 partners) versus those who were not (4.2 partners, p=
0.08).

Though the small sample limited statistical power, Table 1 suggests a trend
indicating involvement in primary relationships and, particularly, primary relation-
ships in which partners lived together or were financially interdependent, was
associated with lower levels of multiple partnerships and transactional sex in the
6 months prior to incarceration. For example, in analyses adjusting for socio-
demographic characteristics and crack/cocaine use, those who were not in a primary
cohabiting relationship, versus those who were, appeared to be more likely to report
multiple partnerships (adjusted PR, 1.52; 95% CI 0.91–2.55; p=0.11) and trans-
actional sex (adjusted PR, 2.08; 95% CI 0.91–4.75; p=0.08). Likewise, those who
were not in a primary relationship in which partners were financially interdependent
at the time of incarceration, versus those who were, appeared to have higher levels
of multiple partnerships (adjusted PR, 1.83; 95% CI 0.90–3.73; p=0.10) and
transactional sex (adjusted PR, 3.65; 95% CI 0.95–14.0; p=0.06) in the period prior
to incarceration.

Dissolution of Primary Relationships
during Incarceration
By the time of the in-prison survey, 18 men (55% of 33 respondents in primary
relationships) reported that they were no longer in a relationship with their partner.
Of these (N=18), ten (56%) reported that the relationship ended within the first
month of the incarceration.
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Respondent Socio-demographic and Behavioral
Correlates of the Dissolution of Primary Relationships
Based on analyses conducted in the small sample of those who were in a primary
partnership at the time of incarceration (N=33), loss of a partner during
incarceration was not significantly associated with respondent socio-demographic
characteristics, pre-incarceration drug use and sexual risk behaviors, length of the
current prison sentence, or with being incarcerated for a drug crime (Table 2).
However, the analyses indicated that those who were incarcerated for a violent

TABLE 2 Prevalence ratios (PRs) and 95% confidence intervals (CIs) for respondent factors
associated with partnership dissolution, among respondents in a primary partnership at the
time of the current incarceration (N=33)

Experienced the dissolution of a primary
intimate partnership during incarceration

Respondent characteristics n % Unadjusted PR (95% CI)

Socio-demographic characteristics
Age
18–39 years (N=17) 8 47.1 Referent
40 years or older (N=16) 10 62.5 1.33 (0.70–2.52)
Race
White/Native American (N=4) 1 25.0 Referent
African American (N=29) 17 58.6 2.34 (0.41–13.51)
Less than a high school education
No (N=24) 13 54.2 Referent
Yes (N=9) 5 55.6 1.03 (0.51–2.07)
Worried about having food in the 4 weeks prior to incarceration
No (N=29) 15 51.7 Referent
Yes (N=4) 3 75.0 1.45 (0.74–2.85)
Substance use (6 months prior to incarceration)
Used any illicit drug
No (N=14) 7 50.0 Referent
Yes (N=18) 10 55.6 1.11 (0.56–2.19)
Sexual partnerships (6 months prior to incarceration)
Had multiple (≥2) partners
No (N=17) 10 58.8 Referent
Yes (N=16) 8 50.0 0.85 (0.45–1.61)
Transactional sex: gave or received money for sex
No (N=24) 14 58.3 Referent
Yes (N=9) 4 44.4 0.76 (0.34–1.73
Currently incarcerated for a violent offense
No (N=25) 11 44.0 Referent
Yes (N=8) 7 87.5 1.99 (1.18–3.35)
Currently incarcerated for a drug-related offense
No (N=25) 13 52.0 Referent
Yes (N=8) 5 62.5 1.21 (0.62–2.34)
Current incarceration is 2 years or greater
No (N=18) 11 61.1 Referent
Yes (N=15) 7 46.7 0.76 (0.39–1.48)
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crime were twice as likely to experience dissolution of a relationship at the time of
incarceration as those who were not incarcerated for a violent crime (PR, 1.99; 95%
CI 1.18–3.35).

Factors Reported by Respondents to Contribute
to the Dissolution of Current and Prior Relationships
Among men who had a primary relationship at the start of the incarceration who
were no longer with their partner at the time of the survey (N=18), the greatest
percentages reported that the break-up was due, at least in part, to the current
incarceration (N=9, 50%), followed by financial concerns (N=6, 33%), a problem
with drug or alcohol use by either partner (N=6, 33%), and non-monogamy by
either partner (N=6, 33%).

Among all currently incarcerated men who had ever had a relationship that
lasted for at least 1 year (N=62), when asked to report the factor(s) that played a
role in the dissolution of their most recent relationship of at least 1 year, the greatest
percentages cited non-monogamy by either partner (64%), drug or alcohol use by
either partner (58%), financial concerns (47%), and incarceration (40%).

DISCUSSION

The findings of this pilot study suggested that among substantial proportions of
prison inmates, incarceration disrupts primary relationships that appeared to offer
stability and protect against HIV-related high-risk partnerships prior to incarcer-
ation. Just over half of respondents were married or in a relationship with someone
to whom they had an emotional tie at the time of incarceration. Of those prisoners
in primary relationships, prior to the incarceration, the majority lived with their
partners and saw them daily or nearly daily and over half shared finances with their
partners. Having a primary partner and, particularly, a partner with whom the
respondent shared a home or finances, was associated with lower levels of multiple
partnerships and transactional sex in the period prior to incarceration, when
adjusting for socio-demographic characteristics and drug use. Given involvement in
committed relationships is associated with lower levels of multiple concurrent sex
partnerships in general-population samples,22,23 we hypothesized that involvement
in committed relationships likewise would be associated with lower levels of sexual
risk-taking among inmates. The results supported the hypothesis, suggesting that
relationships appeared to offer protection against HIV risk in this inmate sample.
The finding is notable because those involved in the criminal justice system face
disproportionate risk of adverse social and economic environments, mental health
disorders, and drug use, all of which may threaten the potential protective effects of
involvement in committed partnerships against HIV risk.

The study also indicated that over half of primary relationships ended during
the incarceration. Prior research has indicated that incarceration leads to emotional
division in relationships and could result in dissolution of relationships.14–18,31

Because involvement in a primary relationship is associated with lower levels of pre-
incarceration risk behavior, it is possible that prison releasees who have lost a
primary partner during incarceration may face increased levels of high-risk
partnerships during the period of reentry. Prior studies, including by members of
our group, have documented the strong associations between incarceration and
elevated levels of multiple and concurrent partnerships and sex trade after
release.5–13 The results of this study provide preliminary evidence to support the
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hypothesis that the association between incarceration and high-risk partnerships
may exist, in part, because primary relationships that decrease HIV-related high-risk
partnerships end during incarceration.

Among currently incarcerated respondents, the most commonly reported reason
for the dissolution of a relationship during incarceration was the incarceration itself.
Men also reported that non-monogamy, substance use, and financial concerns
contributed to the dissolution of their relationships. Non-monogamy, substance use,
financial concerns, and incarceration also were reported as determinants of the
dissolution of additional prior long-term relationships, suggesting these factors are
consistent stressors on the relationships of men involved in the criminal justice system.

Analyses suggested that respondent socio-demographic and baseline drug use and
sexual risk behaviors were not associated with relationship dissolution during prison
incarceration, but that those who were incarcerated for a violent crime were significantly
more likely to lose a partner during incarceration. Observed elevations in relationship
dissolution among offenders convicted for violent crimes was not surprising; partners of
violent offenders may choose to end the relationship during incarceration if they have felt
threatened by their partners in the past, while it also is possible that violent criminals, who
are more likely to be affected by psychiatric disorders including antisocial personality
disorder,32,33 may disengage from their partners during incarceration.

This study was affected by a number of limitations. Observed associations
should be interpreted with caution given the modest sample size and the cross-
sectional data structure. Equally important, confounding due to unmeasured
baseline factors such as respondent mental health status may have biased observed
associations between involvement in a primary partnership and lower levels of pre-
incarceration sexual risk behaviors. In addition, self-presentation bias may have
influenced measurement. For example, while there is evidence that crack use is much
more common than injection drug use in North Carolina samples,11 it was
somewhat surprising that no respondent of this HIV-positive sample reported
having used injection drugs in the 6 months prior to incarceration.

Members of our group had previously conducted semi-structured interviews
among HIV-positive prison inmates to assess perceptions of community reentry after
prison release, including perceptions of reunification with family members and
intimate partners.34 Most viewed family members as a source of social support and
saw maintaining relationships with family as motivation for avoiding drugs and
alcohol post-release. However, others viewed peer relationships prior to prison
negatively, such as if intimate partners were also drug-using partners. These
qualitative data indicated that relationships between inmates and ties in the
community are complex; some relationships provide strength, while others are seen
as negative influences.

This pilot study is among the first to suggest that incarceration disrupts and may
contribute to the dissolution of primary relationships that appear to protect against
HIV risk, and the findings highlight the need for additional research in larger
samples. If additional research indicates that dissolution of primary relationships
during incarceration leads to increased HIV risk among the partners of prisoners
during the incarceration and/or among recently released prison inmates during the
period of reentry, the findings may point to the need for development of prison-
based programs to help prisoners and their partners maintain their relationships
during incarceration. Such findings, by highlighting unintended effects of incarcer-
ation, also may suggest that alternatives to incarceration for non-violent offenders
should be considered to limit the disruption of families and social ties.

DISSOLUTION OF RELATIONSHIPS AT THE TIME OF INCARCERATION 373



ACKNOWLEDGMENT

This study was supported by a grant from the University of North Carolina Center
for AIDS Research (9P30A150410) and the National Institute of Drug Abuse via
RO1 MH068719-01. The conclusions expressed here are solely the responsibility of
the authors and do not necessarily represent the views of the funders.

REFERENCES

1. Maruschak LM. HIV in Prisons, 2007-08. Washington, DC: Department of Justice,
Bureau of Justice Statistics. Published December 2009, Revised January 2010. Accessed
January 25 2011 at http://bjs.ojp.usdoj.gov/index.cfm?ty=pbdetail&iid=1747.

2. Adimora AA, Schoenbach VJ, Martinson FE, et al. Heterosexually transmitted HIV
infection among African Americans in North Carolina. J Acquir Immune Defic Syndr.
2006; 41(5): 616–623.

3. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. HIV Surveillance Report, 2008; vol. 20.
Published June 2010. Accessed January 25 2011 at http://www.cdc.gov/hiv/surveillance/
resources/reports/2008report/.

4. Hammett TM. HIV/AIDS, sexually transmitted diseases, and incarceration among
women: national and southern perspectives. Sex Transm Dis. 2006; 33: S17–S22.

5. Manhart LE, Aral SO, Holmes KK, Foxman B. Sex partner concurrency: measurement,
prevalence, and correlates among urban 18–39-year-olds. Sex Transm Dis. 2002; 29:
133–143.

6. Tyndall MW, Patrick D, Spittal P, Li K, O’Shaughnessy MV, Schechter MT. Risky sexual
behaviours among injection drugs users with high HIV prevalence: implications for STD
control. Sex Transm Infect. 2002; 78(Suppl 1): i170–i175.

7. Adimora AA, Schoenbach VJ, Martinson FE, Donaldson KH, Stancil TR, Fullilove RE.
Concurrent partnerships among rural African Americans with recently reported hetero-
sexually transmitted HIV infection. J Acquir Immune Defic Syndr. 2003; 34: 423–429.

8. Adimora AA, Schoenbach VJ, Martinson F, Donaldson KH, Stancil TR, Fullilove RE.
Concurrent sexual partnerships among African Americans in the rural south. Ann
Epidemiol. 2004; 14: 155–160.

9. Epperson M, El-Bassel N, Gilbert L, Orellana ER, Chang M. Increased HIV risk
associated with criminal justice involvement among men on methadone. AIDS Behav.
2008; 12: 51–57.

10. Khan MR, Miller WC, Schoenbach VJ, et al. Timing and duration of incarceration and
high-risk sexual partnerships among African Americans in North Carolina. Ann
Epidemiol. 2008; 18: 403–410.

11. Khan MR, Wohl DA, Weir SS, et al. Incarceration and risky sexual partnerships in a
southern US city. J Urban Health. 2008; 85: 100–113.

12. Khan MR, Doherty IA, Schoenbach VJ, Taylor EM, Epperson MW, Adimora AA.
Incarceration and high-risk sex partnerships among men in the United States. J Urban
Health. 2009; 86: 584–601.

13. Epperson MW, Khan MR, El-Bassel N, Wu E, Gilbert L. 2010 A longitudinal study of
incarceration and HIV risk among methadone maintained men and their primary female
partners. AIDS Behav. 2010 Jan 9. [Epub ahead of print].

14. Schneller D. Prisoners’ families: a study of some social and psychological effects of
incarceration on the families of Negro prisoners. Criminology. 1975; 12: 402–412.

15. Lowenstein A. Coping with stress: the case of prisoners’ wives. J Marriage Fam. 1984; 46:
699–708.

16. Rindfuss R, Stephen EH. Marital noncohabitation: separation does not make the heart
grow fonder. J Marriage Fam. 1990; 52: 259–270.

17. Browning S, Miller S, Lisa M. Criminal incarceration dividing the ties that bind: black
men and their families. J Afr Am Men. 2001; 6: 87–102.

KHAN ET AL.374

http://bjs.ojp.usdoj.gov/index.cfm?ty=pbdetail&iid=1747
http://www.cdc.gov/hiv/surveillance/resources/reports/2008report/
http://www.cdc.gov/hiv/surveillance/resources/reports/2008report/


18. Comfort M, Grinstead O, McCartney K, Bourgois P, Knight K. “You can’t do nothing in
this damn place”: sex and intimacy among couples with an incarcerated male partner. J
Sex Res. 2005; 42: 3–12.

19. Grinstead O, Zack B, Faigeles B. Reducing postrelease risk behavior amongHIV seropositive
prison inmates: the health promotion program. AIDS Educ Prev. 2001; 13: 109–119.

20. Grinstead OA, Faigeles B, Comfort M, et al. HIV, STD, and hepatitis risk to primary
female partners of men being released from prison. Women Health. 2005; 41: 63–80.

21. Morrow KM. HIV, STD, and hepatitis risk behaviors of young men before and after
incarceration. AIDS Care. 2009; 21: 235–243.

22. Adimora AA, Schoenbach VJ, Bonas DM, Martinson FE, Donaldson KH, Stancil TR.
Concurrent sexual partnerships among women in the United States. Epidemiology. 2002;
13: 320–327.

23. Adimora AA, Schoenbach VJ, Doherty I. Concurrent sexual partnership among men in
the US. Am J Public Health. 2007; 97: 2230–2237.

24. Cohen S, Underwood LG, Gotlib BH. Social Support Measurement and Intervention. A
Guide for Health and Social Scientists. New York: Oxford University Press; 2000.

25. Kawachi I, Berkman LF. Social ties and mental health. J Urban Health. 2001; 78: 458–
467.

26. Simpson JA. The dissolution of romantic relationships: factors involved in relationship
stability and emotional distress. J Pers Soc Psychol. 1987; 53: 683–692.

27. North Carolina Department of Health and Human Services, North Carolina HIV/STD
Quarterly Surveillance Report: Vol. 2010, No. 3. Raleigh, NC: Epidemiology Section,
Division of Public Health, North Carolina Department of Health & Human Services;
October 2010.

28. Zocchetti C, Consonni D, Bertazzi PA. Estimation of prevalence rate ratios from cross-
sectional data. Int J Epidemiol. 1995; 24: 1064–1065.

29. McNutt LA, Wu C, Xue X, Hafner JP. Estimating the relative risk in cohort studies and
clinical trials of common outcomes. Am J Epidemiol. 2003; 157: 940–943.

30. Zou G. A modified Poisson regression approach to prospective studies with binary data.
Am J Epidemiol. 2004; 159: 702–706.

31. Visher C, La Vigne N, Travis J. Returning Home: Understanding the Challenges of
Prisoner Reentry, Maryland Pilot Study: Findings from Baltimore. Washington, DC:
Urban Institute Justice Policy Center. Published January 2004. Accessed January 25 2011
at http://www.urban.org/uploadedPDF/410974_ReturningHome_MD.pdf.

32. Fountoulakis KN, Leucht S, Kaprinis GS. Personality disorders and violence. Curr Opin
Psychiatry. 2008; 21: 84–92.

33. Sacks S, Cleland CM, Melnick G, et al. Violent offenses associated with co-occurring
substance use and mental health problems: evidence from CJDATS. Behav Sci Law. 2009;
27: 51–69.

34. Haley D, Scheyett A, Golin C, et al. BRIGHT project qualitative substudy: perceptions of
release among incarcerated HIV-infected persons and implications for practice. Paper
presented at: XVI International AIDS Conference. August 2006; Toronto, Canada.

DISSOLUTION OF RELATIONSHIPS AT THE TIME OF INCARCERATION 375

http://bjs.ojp.usdoj.gov/index.cfm?ty=pbdetail&iid=1747

	Dissolution of Primary Intimate Relationships during Incarceration and Implications for Post-release HIV Transmission
	Abstract
	Background
	Methods
	Participants and Procedures
	Measures
	Prevalence of Primary Relationships at the Time of the Current Incarceration
	Characteristics of Primary Relationships Prior to the Current Incarceration
	HIV Risk Behavior Prior to Incarceration
	Dissolution of Primary Relationships during Incarceration
	Timing of and Perceived Reasons for the Dissolution of Primary Relationships during Incarceration

	Data Analysis

	Results
	Background Characteristics of Study Population
	Prevalence and Characteristics of Primary Relationships of Prison Inmates
	Associations: Primary Relationships and HIV Risk Behavior Prior to Incarceration
	Dissolution of Primary Relationships during Incarceration
	Respondent Socio-demographic and Behavioral Correlates of the Dissolution of Primary Relationships
	Factors Reported by Respondents to Contribute to the Dissolution of Current and Prior Relationships

	Discussion
	Acknowledgment
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated v2 300% \050ECI\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 1.30
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 1.30
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 600
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e5c4f5e55663e793a3001901a8fc775355b5090ae4ef653d190014ee553ca901a8fc756e072797f5153d15e03300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc87a25e55986f793a3001901a904e96fb5b5090f54ef650b390014ee553ca57287db2969b7db28def4e0a767c5e03300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020d654ba740020d45cc2dc002c0020c804c7900020ba54c77c002c0020c778d130b137c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor weergave op een beeldscherm, e-mail en internet. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for on-screen display, e-mail, and the Internet.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
    /DEU <FEFF004a006f0062006f007000740069006f006e007300200066006f00720020004100630072006f006200610074002000440069007300740069006c006c0065007200200037000d00500072006f006400750063006500730020005000440046002000660069006c0065007300200077006800690063006800200061007200650020007500730065006400200066006f00720020006f006e006c0069006e0065002e000d0028006300290020003200300031003000200053007000720069006e006700650072002d005600650072006c0061006700200047006d006200480020>
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToRGB
      /DestinationProfileName (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
      /DestinationProfileSelector /UseName
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing false
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice


