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The original version of this article unfortunately contained 
an error. The authors would like to correct the error with 
this erratum.

The binary variable for “Client offered more money for 
sex without a condom within the past five years” was mis-
coded in the opposite direction. This variable was not a sig-
nificant determinant of any of the outcomes in the multivari-
ate analysis: (1) used a condom with last occasional client; 
(2) used a condom with last regular client, or (3) used a con-
dom with both client types. The multivariate results remain 
unchanged with this correction. However, the authors issue 
this erratum to correct the univariate descriptive statistics 
and interpretation of this variable in three parts of the article.

1. The proportion of respondents who reported being 
offered more money for sex without a condom by a client 
within the past five years was incorrectly stated as “a third” 
in the text of the results (p. 2337). The incorrect proportion 
should be replaced with “approximately two-thirds” in the 
last sentence of the paragraph on Condom Use Behaviors, 
on page 2337.

The correct sentence should read as:
“Although approximately two-thirds of respondents had 

been offered more money for sex without a condom within 
the past five years, only 18% reported accepting it.”

2. The percentage and frequency of respondents who 
reported being offered more money for sex without a con-
dom by a client within the past five years were incorrectly 
reported as “31.5%” and “n = 63”, respectively, in Table 1 
(p. 2339). The incorrect values for this variable should be 
replaced with “68.5%” and “n = 137”, respectively, in the 
Table 1 section on Sexual risk knowledge, attitudes, behav-
iors, on page 2339.

The correct percentage and frequency for this variable in 
Table 1 are presented below.

3. The proportion of respondents who reported being 
offered more money for sex without a condom by a client 
within the past 5 years was incorrectly explained in the text 
of the discussion (p. 2343). The following sentences should 
be replaced in the third paragraph, on page 2343:

“It should also be noted that the majority of FSW did not 
report being offered more money for sex without a condom, 

The original article can be found online at https://doi.org/10.1007/
s10461-016-1412-z.
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Table 1   Demographic, financial, participation and empowerment 
characteristics of brothel-based female sex workers in Kolkata, India 
(n = 200)

Variable % n Mean SD

Sexual risk knowledge, attitudes, behaviors
 Client offered more money for sex with-

out condom past 5 years
68.5 137
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which may suggest that the client population in this area 
does not have a strong preference for condomless sex, and/
or that clients are aware of both condom use norms and sup-
port for refusal by power brokers (i.e., madams) and peers. 
Durbar advocates with brothel power-brokers and clients to 
make condom use the status quo while mobilizing collective 
identity among sex workers through street rallies, confer-
ences, and peer education campaigns to frame condom use 
as issues of workers’ rights and occupational safety [51].”

The correct sentences should read as:
“Given that the majority of respondents reported that they 

had been offered more money for sex without a condom 
by a client within the past five years, it is notable that very 

few FSW reported accepting such an offer. The high rate 
of refusal to accept more money for condomless sex sug-
gests that Durbar has been successful at framing consistent 
condom use as an issue of workers’ rights and occupational 
safety. Durbar has established condom use norms by mobi-
lizing collective identity among sex workers through street 
rallies, conferences, and peer education campaigns and by 
advocating with power brokers (i.e., madams) and peers to 
provide support for refusal [51]. Additional advocacy may 
be necessary to make condom use a normative preference 
among clients.”
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