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then stabilized through 1987. Betweerbearing ages. The proportion of the child-
1987 and 1990, the number of pregnanbearing population aged 18-29 years, the

Contents cies rose 8percent, and then declinedges at which abortion rates are highest,
Highlights . .. ...\ 1 through 1992. _ declined from 47 to 39 percent. The fetal
Introduction . . . . ... > The pregnancy rate in 1992 wadoss rate. rose 7 percent, from 14.1 to
Sources and methods . . . . . . . . 2 109.9 pregnancies per 1,000 women agéUBl.l_. This increase: also reflects the
Trends ... oo 3 15-44 years, 3 percent lower than thehifting age distribution of women of
Rates in 1991 . . .. .. 4 1990 peak, 113.8. Except for 1990, theeproductive age, to ages _at which fetal
Outcomes in 1991-92 . 6 pregnancy rate has ranged from 107 tébsses are relatively more likely.

111 since 1980. Between 1980 and 1992, As indicated, the pregnancy rate is

Factors associated with ; .
the number of women of reproductivethe sum of three components, the live

Rlzrfee?;?:gg rates g age, defined as 15-44 years of agdirth rate, the induced abortion rate, and
List of detailed tables . . ... . 11 mcreased_ 12 percent, while the number_dhe feta_l loss rate. Although the net
Technical notes. . . . . ... ... 21 pregnancies rose 10 percent. Thus, duringhange in the pregnancy rate from 1980
this period, the changes in the number afo 1992 was very small, the rate declined

pregnancies and the population at risky 5 percent from 1980 to 1986, and then

Highlights were roughly parallel. rose by 7 percent from 1986 to 1990

Between 1980 and 1992, the rate fobefore falling by 3 percent in 1992. Rates
An estimated 6,484,000 pregnanciegive births (also called the fertility rate) for the three components also declined
ended in 1992, 3 percent less than thicreased very slightly—by 1 percent—from 1980 to 1986, with the largest
number estimated in 1990 (6,668,000)from 68.4 live births per 1,000 womendecline measured for the abortion rate
when U.S. pregnancies were at theiged 15-44 years in 1980 to 68.9 ir(7 percent). Between 1986 and 1990, the
highest level since national estimateg992. The abortion rate declined 12 perbirth rate increased 8 percent and the fetal
were first prepared in 1976. The numbetent during this period, from 29.4 to 25.9.loss rate rose 11 percent, but the abortion
of pregnancies increased steadily fronThis decline reflects mainly the changesate did not change. Recently, between
the mid-1970’s to the early 1980’s, andin age distribution of women in the child- 1990 and 1992, the birth and fetal loss
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rates declined by 3 and 2 percent respechanges in the overall number of prege
tively, while the abortion rate fell nancies and pregnancy rates and their
5 percent. components from 1980 to 1992, and on
Pregnancy rates for Hispanic andvariations by age, race, and Hispanic
black non-Hispanic women in 1991 wereorigin for 1991, the most recent year for
substantially higher than rates for whitewhich detailed information on induced
non-Hispanic women, 82 percent higheabortion is available. Estimates of preg-
for Hispanic women and 90 percentnancy rates (exclusive of fetal losses) and
higher for black non-Hispanic women.birth and abortion rates for teenagers by
This disparity is observed among all ageState in 1980 and 1990 have been pub-

groups. The overall pregnancy rates folished (4).

Hispanic and black non-Hispanic women
were similar. However, rates by preg-
nancy outcome differed considerably. The

Sources and methods

The estimates of pregnancies in this

birth rate for Hispanic women was muchreport are the sum of the three outcomes,
higher than the birth rate for black non-live birth, induced abortion, and fetal
Hispanic women although the inducedoss.

abortion rate was much higher for black
non-Hispanic women. ¢

Overall, about two-thirds of pregnan-
cies among Hispanic and white non-
Hispanic women ended in live births in
1991, compared with just half of preg-
nancies among black non-Hispanic
women. The section “Factors associated
with pregnancy rates” cites information ®
on sexual activity and contraceptive use
that helps to explain these findings.

Introduction

Detailed national data on the number
of live births and live birth rates, based
on information derived from live birth
certificates, are published annually by the
National Center for Health Statistics
(NCHS). There has been continued and
growing interest in the total number of
pregnancies and pregnancy rates in the
United States. These data are not as
readily available, however, because it is
more difficult to assemble timely data on
the remaining two types of pregnancy
outcome, induced abortions and fetal
losses.

This is the fourth in a series of
reports that estimate the number of preg-
nancies and pregnancy rates by outcome,
age, and race of the woman for the
United States. The first of these studies
covered the period 1976-81 (1), the
second covered the period 1976-85 (2),
and the third covered the period 1980-88
(3). Although data on pregnancies and
pregnancy rates for 1976-92 are included
in this report, information for 1976-79 is
included principally for historical refer-
ence. The focus of this report is on

The live birth data are not estimates.
They are counts of all live births tabu-
lated from the birth registration
system, published annually by NCHS
(5-8). More than 99 percent of births
occurring in this country are regis-
tered (5).

Estimates of the numbers and rates of
induced abortions are derived from
published and unpublished reports by
the Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention (CDC) and the Alan Gutt-
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Estimates of fetal loss rates are based
on sample survey data from the 1982
and 1988 National Surveys of Family
Growth (NSFG), conducted by NCHS
(13,14). National samples of women
aged 15-44 years were asked to report
the dates and outcomes of each of
their pregnancies, including sponta-
neous fetal losses from recognized
pregnancies. Estimates of fetal loss
rates for individual years are based on
averages for the 5 years before the
1982 and 1988 surveys. (See Tech-
nical notes.) The rate of fetal loss is
highest in the early weeks of gesta-
tion. Most fetal losses reported here
therefore are miscarriages; relatively
few are stillbirths occurring late in
pregnancy. Because some women are
not aware of their early fetal losses,
the estimates in this report are esti-
mates of fetal losses from recognized
pregnancies. For women under the
age of 15 years and for women aged
35 years and older, estimates of fetal
loss are based on small numbers of
sample cases and should, therefore, be
interpreted with caution.

Data shown by age of woman refer

macher Institute (AGI) (9-12). Theto the age at outcome. Some studies of
AGI estimates the national number ofabortion have used age at conception (9).
abortions from surveys it conducts of  Beginning in 1990, NCCDPHP has
all known abortion providers (10). been obtaining information on the race
The AGI national estimates are dis-and Hispanic origin of abortion patients
tributed by age and race according tdrom the State health departments. There-
estimates prepared by CDC'sfore, pregnancies for 1990 and 1991 are
National Center for Chronic Diseaseshown for white non-Hispanic women,
Prevention and Health Promotionblack non-Hispanic women, and Hispanic
(NCCDPHP), based on reports fromwomen separately. Prior to 1990, infor-
most State health departmentsnation on induced abortion was available
(11,12). In 1991, for example, infor- only for white women and women of all
mation on the age of abortion patientother races combined. Trend data, there-
was available from 41 States, the Disfore, are limited to the white and “All
trict of Columbia, and New York City other” categories.

(12). States with no data or incom- In 1991 the proportion of “All
plete data, however, included Cali-other” births that were to black women
fornia, Florida, and lllinois, which was 78 percent, compared with 84 per-
means that the characteristics of @&ent in 1980. This reflects the growing
large proportion of abortion patientsproportions of American Indian and
are not known. Several other Stated\sian or Pacific Islander births in the
have data that are known to be incomUnited States (8). Although comparable
plete. The estimates shown herdrend data are not available for induced
attempt to correct for these deficien-abortions, the proportion of “All other”
cies in the abortion data. Detailedabortions that were to black women in
information on these estimates and th&991 was 88 percent.

limitations of the data are provided in In this report, the racial designation
the Technical notes. of all pregnancy outcomes is that of the



I — Monthly Vital Statistics Report @ Vol. 43, No. 11(S) e May 25, 1995 NEEEEEEEEEE—————— 3
woman. Previous reports had tabulate
live births according to the race of the 100 ¢
child. In keeping with recent NCHS
changes in tabulation of birth data by Live birth
race, birth data for all years included in e —— —
this report have been retabulated by rac
of mother (8,15).

Data are shown by age and race ii
the tables and figures. Race differential
primarily reflect differences in income,
educational levels, and access to heall
care and health insurance. These are su
stantially lower for black and Hispanic
women than for white women (16-19).
(See Technical notes.) Other studies hay
shown that groups with low levels of
income and education have higher birtt 10 o r ok r e x4
rates than groups with higher levels ol 1976 1978 1980 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990 1992
education and income (20,21). Statistic: Year
on abortion are not collected by educa
tion, income, occupation, or other SOCiO'Figure 1. Estimated rates of live birth, induced abortion, and fetal loss: United States,
economic indicators. Thus, pregnancy976-92
rates by these measures of socioeconomic
status cannot be computed.

P e —— Induced abortion

Fetal loss
—— N —

-

Per 1,000 women aged 15-44

factor that will likely exert a downward women in age groups 15-29 years, rates
pressure on the number of pregnancie®r 1991 were 2-5 percent higher than in
Trends during the next several years (24). 1980 (table 3). However, the increases
. The overall pregnancy rate in 1992were not continuous. Rates generally
Therg Were an estlr_nated 6’484’09 as 109.9 pregnancies per 1,000 womedeclined in each year for all age groups
pregnancies that gnded |n'1992, thg thlrgged 15-44 years, 2 percent lower thafrom 1980 to 1986. Between 1986 and
hlghes_t number since national estlmategle rate in 1980 (111.9). Although the nett990, however, rates increased for all
were first prepared in 1976 (tables 1 an hange in the pregnancy rate betweegroups, but most rapidly for women in
2). The 1992 total was 3 percen_t lower. 980 and 1992 was very small, the rat¢heir twenties (the ages at which preg-
than the peak num_ber reported |n.199 eclined by 5 percent from 1980 to 1986nancy rates are highest) and women aged
(6,668,000), but St.'” 30 percent hlgherand then rose 7 percent by 1990 befor80 years and older. Rates for women in
than. the_ number in 1976. Except forf lling by 3 percent to 1992 (table 1 andtheir thirties were the only ones to rise
declines n 1983 and 1986, the number of ure 1). All components of preghancyalmost continuously from 1980 to 1990.
pregnancies rose annually between 197 tes, i.e., live births, induced abortionsPregnancy rates for almost all age groups
and 1990. . and fetal losses, declined from 1980 tan 1991 were lower than in 1990.
Although_ the n_umber of Pregnancies) 986, put the decline was greatest for the  The changes in birth rates were very
was much hlgher n _1992 than in 1976abortion rate (7 percent). The birth ratesimilar to those for the pregnancy rates,
most 9f the increase is due to the 2_1 PeIEall 4 percent and the fetal loss rateexcept that the overall increases in birth
cent rise in the number of women in theye vjineq 1 percent. rates between 1986 and 1991 were con-
childbearing ages; the pregnancy rate Between 1986 and 1990, when thesiderably greater than for pregnancy rates
rose much less, by 7 percgnt _(table g)regnancy rate rose 7 percent, the birtfor teenagers and for women in their late
.(22’23?)' Much of the population increas ate increased 8 percent and the fetal loghirties and older. Much of the increase
IS attributable to the baby-bqom 9eNeIArate rose 11 percent; the induced abortiofor women in their thirties is associated
t|9n. Women who were born in the pea ate did not change. In the most recenwvith the ongoing tendency for these
birth years 1946-64 were aged 28-4 eriod, from 1990 to 1992, when thewomen to make up for previously post-
years in 1.992' Because the _num_ber regnancy rate declined 3 percent, alponed childbearing (6,7,15,25).
births dec|7|ned sharply beginning in thethree components declined as well, with  Changes in induced abortion rates by
early 1970's, the T‘“mb_er of teenage_rsq e birth and fetal loss rates dropping 3ge were very different from those in live
women currently in their early twenties 'Sand 2 percent, respectively, and the abobirth rates. Rates for teenagers aged
considerably smaller  than th_e numbe{ion rate falling 5 percent. 15-19 years and women in their forties
from the baby-boom generation. Thus, were lower in 1991 than in 1980. For

the tqtal pppulatlon n t.he childbearing teenagers, rates changed little from 1980
ages is projected to stabilize over the nexAge to 1987. increased in 1988. and then fell

several . yfﬁrs with rel?tévezli fewer Pregnancy rates were higher in 199between 1988 and 1991 by 10-20 per-
women In the age group 1o—cs Years, than in 1980 for all age groups. Forcent. For women in their forties, the rate
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declined through 1986, and thenpregnancy and birth rates for unmarriedively similar, 167 and 175 per 1,000,
increased to 1990 before declining agaimvomen both increased, by 14 percent forespectively, both substantially higher
in 1991. the pregnancy rate and by 54 percent fathan the rate for white non-Hispanic
Abortion rates for women in age the birth rate. The abortion rate declinedwomen, 92 (table 5).

groups 20-39 years were higher in 199The increase in the birth rate for unmar-  Although the pregnancy rates for
than in 1980. Rates for women agedied women was largely concentratedlack non-Hispanic and Hispanic women
20-29 years also changed little during theamong white unmarried women, forwere similar, there were sharp differences
period 1980-87; rates then rose betweewhom the rate increased 91 percent (frorbetween the two groups in the rates by
1987 and 1990 but changed little in 199118.1 to 34.6). The relative decline in thepregnancy outcome (table 5 and figure 2).
The abortion rates for women in theirabortion rate was more than twice aghe birth rate for Hispanic women (108
thities rose almost continuouslygreat for white as for all other unmarriedper 1,000) was 23 percent higher than the

throughout the 1980’s, more rapidly inwomen. rate for black non-Hispanic women (88
the latter part of the decade, but then per 1,000). In contrast, the abortion rate
dropped in 1991. Rates in 1991 for black non-Hispanic women (66 per

The changes in the age distribution 1,000) was nearly twice the rate for His-
of women in the childbearing years is anAge panic women (36 per 1,000). In other

important factor in the overall decline in
the abortion rate during the 1980’s. Th%O_

proportion of all women aged 15-44
years who were in age groups 18-2 . onsiderably in how their pregnancies
991 the rate was 193 pregnancies P&lere resolved, whether they ended as live

years, the ages at which abortion rates ar;
highest, declined from 47 to 39 percenF000 women aged 20-24 years. To PYfiyng o induced abortions. Birth and
abortion rates for white non-Hispanic

between 1980 and 1991 (22). Although' "> ::Oég:j o 413'63;:“;]‘;’3 aOfpri"_ |

the proportion of women aged 30-44 ancy ending in 1991, The rates fogr{Nomen _(61 and 18, respectively) were

years increased from 42 to 52 percent ang ey 9 ' substantially lower than rates for either
omen aged 18-19 and 25-29 Yeargack non-Hispanic or Hispanic women.

abortion rates for these women increase
The pregnancy rates for black non-

during this period, their rates are much < ¢ nearly as high: 171 per 1,000 for
ispanic and Hispanic women were
ghest for women aged 20-24 years

lower, so they account for relatively few o e aged 18-19 years (or 17.1 per,
table 5 and figure 3). The rate for black

] . . cent) and 174 per 1,000 women aged.
abortions, about 1 in 5 in 1991. 25-29 years (equivalent to 17.4 percentﬂl
The rate for women aged 30-34 year on-Hispanic women was 337 per 1,000
was 118. Rates for other ages are consu&-nd the rate for Hispanic women was
Pregnancy rates declined by 1 pererably lower, ranging from 11 per 1’000286. In other words. one-third of black
cent for white women and by 5 percenfor women in their forties to 75 for young non-Hispanic womerjl aged 20-24 years
for women of all other races betweenteens aged 15-17 years. and more than one-quarter of Hispanic
1980 and 1991. Rates for both groups The patterns of rates by age differ forWomen of this age group had a pregnancy
declined from 1980 to 1986, by 4 tolive births and induced abortions, withthat ended in 1991. The highest rate for
8 percent and then increased by 6 anshduced abortion rates having a youngey pite non-Hispanic women was reported
5 percent, respectively, to 1990 beforeage pattern than live birth rates. The birtf} r ages 25-29 years, 155 per 1,000
falling in 1991 (table 3). The trends inrates were highest for women aged 20-24, - 4 closely by the, rate for won'"nen '
live birth rates by race were similar toand 25-29 years (116 and 118 per 1,00 ged 20-24 years, 151.
those for pregnancy rates, except theespectively), while induced abortion Pregnancy ratés for women under 30
increases since 1986 were greater for liveates were highest for women aged 18-1 ears of age were highest for black non-
births. The abortion rate for white womenand 20-24 years (56 and 57, respe lispanic women, while rates for women
in 1991 was 17 percent lower than theively). aged 30 years ar’1d older were highest for
rate in 1980, and the rate for all other

6 0l R d Hi L Hispanic women. The differential by race
women was 6 percent lower. ace and Hispanic origin and Hispanic origin was greatest for teen-

Data for Hispanic and white andagers under 15 and 15-17 years of age
black non-Hispanic women were avail-and declined with advancing age up to
Pregnancy rates by marital status andble for the first time for 1990, and areages 30—34 years, and then increased for
race have been estimated for 1980 (26shown separately for 1990 and 1991older ages.
1990, and 1991, and are shown in table 4dowever, the text focuses on variations Teen birth and abortion rates were
Pregnancy rates, birth rates, and abortioim 1991. There are substantial differencebighest for black non-Hispanic women.
rates for married women declinedin pregnancy rates and pregnancy outFor women aged 20 years and older, birth
between 1980 and 1991, with the declinesomes among the three groups (tables i&tes were highest for Hispanic women,
for pregnancy and birth rates slightlyand 6 and figures 2 and 3). The overaland abortion rates were highest for black
greater for all other married women tharpregnancy rates for Hispanic and blackion-Hispanic women.
for white married women. In contrast, thenon-Hispanic women in 1991 were rela-

ords, black non-Hispanic and Hispanic
The pregnancy rate for women age

: X omen were about equally likely to
24 years has consistently been hlgh%recome pregnant in 1991, but differed
han for any other age group (table 3). InC '

Race

Marital status
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Figure 2. Estimated rates of pregnancy, live birth, induced abortion, and fetal loss by race
and Hispanic origin of woman: United States, 1991
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Figure 3. Estimated pregnancy rates by age, race, and Hispanic origin of woman: United
States, 1991

Marital status

for married women was double that fornumber of
unmarried women (90 compared with 45voman.

| —]

rates for white women were similar to
those for women of all races, but the
differential by marital status was greater.
For example, the birth rate for married
white women was 91 per 1,000, 2.6 times
the rate for unmarried white women, 35.

Pregnancy rates for all other women
differed considerably from those for
white women (table 4). The rate for
unmarried women of all other races was
more than a third greater than the rate for
married women, 174 per 1,000, compared
with 128. In sharp contrast to the pattern
for white women, the birth rate for mar-
ried women of all other races was only
9 percent higher than the rate for unmar-
ried women. The abortion rate for unmar-
ried all other women (76 per 1,000) was
nearly four times that for married women
(21 per 1,000).

The birth rate for married women of
all other races was slightly lower than for
white women (86 and 91 per 1,000,
respectively). However, the induced abor-
tion rate for married all other women (21
per 1,000) was three times that for mar-
ried white women (7 per 1,000).

The overall pregnancy rate for
unmarried women of all other races (174
per 1,000) was more than double that of
unmarried white women (81 per 1,000).
This differential is reflected in sharply
higher rates for both live births and
induced abortions among all other
women.

Lifetime fertility

The total fertility rate (TFR), is the
average number of lifetime births that
women would have if the age-specific
birth rates in a given year continued
through their reproductive years. The
TFR has been published routinely by
NCHS to suggest the implications of cur-
rent age-specific birth rates for completed
family size (5-8,15). By extension, a total
abortion rate and a total fetal loss rate can
also be calculated. Summing these rates
would yield a total pregnancy rate, or the
lifetime pregnancies per
(Method of computation is

The pregnancy rate for marriedper 1,000). In contrast, the abortion ratelescribed in Technical notes.) The figures
women was 118 per 1,000 in 1991for unmarried women was about sixshown represent the average number of
15 percent higher than the rate for unmartimes as high as for married women (48ifetime pregnancies, live births, and
ried women, 103 (table 4). The birth ratecompared with 8). The patterns of the
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induced abortions per woman implied by

the 1991 age-specific rates for eacl 70 -
group:
R A or Live birth
Total. . ... .. ... .. 3.3 2.1 0.8 S0
NoWhite e 28 18 06 % 40 BN,
Hipanc 0 &7 58 1D S * o — Induced abortion
o i “ *
On the average, given these assumy 20 k * . /
tions, black non-Hispanic women would " /‘\F cal |
have slightly more than 5.0 pregnancie: 10 F etalloss
during their lifetimes, somewhat more
than Hispanic women, 4.7; both groups 0 L l l l l :
would have substantially more pregnan Under 15-19 20-24 25-29 30-34 35-39 40and
cies than white non-Hispanic women, 15 over
2.8. The differential in lifetime births is Age in years
considerably smaller, and the number i

highest for Hispanic women at 3.0 births b f _ » ive birth induced abort otal oss. b
H igure 4. Percent of pregnancies ending as a live birth, induced abortion, or fetal loss, by

per woman, compared with 2.6 fpr black';ge of woman: United States, 1991

non-Hispanic women and 1.8 births for

white non-Hispanic women. The differ-

ential in lifetime abortions is larger: black . .
. . cent). Generally, the proportions of preg- Among pregnancies to teenagers
non-Hispanic women would have 1.9 ) . : . :
. . nancies ending in fetal loss increased5-19 years of age, there were consider-
abortions each, compared with 1.0 for : . : . ) o
. ; . with advancing age. Among women inable variations in the distributions of
Hispanic women and 0.6 for white non-, . o . .
Hispanic women their thirties, pregnancies were equallypregnancy outcomes by race and origin.
P ’ likely to end in induced abortion or fetal The proportion ending in live birth was
loss. highest for Hispanic teenagers (57-61
Outcomes in 1991-92 percent), followed by black non-Hispanic

Lo : . L teenagers (55 percent), and white non-
Pregnancies in 1992 were slightlyRace and Hispanic origin Hispanic teenagers (46-54 percent). The

more likely to end as live births (63 per- ) . : :
cent) compared with 1980 (61 percent). As noted earlier, the substantial dispropomons O.f pregnancies endmg_ n
There was a concurrent decline in theparities in pregnancy rates and rates f0||nduce_d abpmon were similar for. Wh't?
proportion ending in induced abortion,each pregnancy outcome are reflected fion-Hispanic and black non-Hispanic
from 26 to 24 percent. These changethe very different pregnancy outcomes fOFeenagers (33-39 percept), but were
reflect the small increase in the birth ratevhite non-Hispanic and Hispanic WomenmUCh lower for Hispanic teenagers
(from 68 to 69 per 1,000), which compared with black non-Hispamic(Zo_24 percent).
occurred concurrently with the decline inwomen. Overall, about two-thirds of
the abortion rate (from 29 to 26) (table 1) pregnancies among white non-Hispani¢Factors associated with

women and Hispanic women ended as gregnancy rates

live birth, one-fifth in induced abortion,

and 14 percent in fetal loss (table 6). In  Information on trends in contracep-
Consistent with the wide variationscontrast, about half of the pregnancies ttive use, the effectiveness of contracep-
in birth and abortion rates by age, therdlack non-Hispanic women ended as liveéive use, patterns of marriage and
are substantial differences in the distribubirths, with 38 percent ending in induceddivorce, sexual activity, and unwanted
tion of pregnancy outcomes by age (figabortion, and 12 percent ending in fetathildbearing from the National Survey of
ure4). More than two-thirds of loss (table 6). Family Growth (NSFG), conducted by
pregnancies among women aged 25-34 Among pregnancies to women agedNCHS, can be used to help explain the
years ended as live births in 1991, th€0 years and older, the proportiondrends and differences described in this
highest proportion of any age group.ending in live birth were similar for His- report.
About half of the pregnancies amongpanic and white non-Hispanic women at  Data from NSFG have been used to
teenagers ended in live births. The proeach age, and similar to the pattern for altalculate contraceptive failure rates,
portions of pregnancies ending in inducecéges combined. The proportion ending inmvhich show the probability of having an
abortion were highest for women undeinduced abortion was highest for blackunintended pregnancy within the first
25 years of age and aged 40 years antbn-Hispanic women in each age groupyear of use of a given contraceptive
over (29-45 percent), and lowest forThere was little difference in fetal lossmethod (27). In this analysis, a contra-
women aged 25-39 years (16-20 pemproportions by race and origin. ceptive “failure” may result from the

Age
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failure of the method despite correct and986, and 115.0 in 1991; the rate forRace and Hispanic origin

consistent use, or more often, from incorwomen aged 20-24 years was 183.5 in

rect or inconsistent use. For examplel1980, 178.2 in 1986, and 192.6 in 1991.  The differences in pregnancy rates
inconsistent use occurs if a woman for- A recent report showed changes irbetween non-Hispanic white women and
gets to take her oral contraceptive pillcontraceptive use that shed light on thether women (table 5) are substantial.
for 1 or more days, or if a condom orrecent increases in pregnancy rate®verall, the pregnancy rate in 1991 was
diaphragm was used at some but not ahmong young women (29). NSFG sur92 per 1,000 non-Hispanic white women,
acts of intercourse. A previous reportveys were done in 1982, 1988, and 199Compared with 167 per 1,000 Hispanic
from the 1990 NSFG showed that,These surveys show that between 198&omen and 175 per 1,000 non-Hispanic
whether condoms are being used for corand 1990, the proportion of womenblack women. These differences may be
traception or for disease preventionl5—-24 years of age who: related to the following factors: Despite
fewer than half of condom users use ome convergence in the last two
condoms at every act of intercourse in a ecades, non-Hispanic black women are
given month (28). . ; still substantially more likely to begin
NSFG data show that for women® hac_j mtercour_se in the last mo_nthintercourse before age 18 than Hispanic
15-44 years of age, the failure rate for the while not using any _Contracepnveor non-Hispanic white women (36, 37);
pill is 8 percent, and for the condom, !’“eth"d and not intending pregnancy, o, Hispanic and black women are less
15 percent (27). Although a switch away mcreaseq from 4 to 12 percent; likely to use a contraceptive method at
from the pill to the condom would tend to® Were using oral contraceptive pIIIStheir first intercourse than non-Hispanic

reduce sexually transmitted diseases dropped from 30 to 24 percent; and hite women (29, 38); and during contra-

(STD), it would also tend to increase the® Were using the condom mcreaset{

‘ 10 to 14 eptive use, Hispanic women and non-
pregnancy rate. According to the same rom 10 to 14 percent. Hispanic black women have higher rates
analysis, the contraceptive failure rate for

An increase in the proportion whoof contraceptive failure than non-
all contraceptive methods combined fo€ver had intercourse, an increase in thgispanic white women (27). It is known
teenagers in 12 months of use wa®roportion who were currently havingthat births to never-married women are
26 percent, compared with 18 percent adftercourse and not using any method ofnuch more likely to be unwanted than
ages 20-24 years, 13 percent at agdrth control, and a shift from oral contra-pirths to ever-married women. This was
25-29 years, and 10 percent at ages 3J®ptive use to condom use would tend t¢ye for white and black women in both
years and over. increase the pregnancy rates amongog2 and 1988 (39). Black women spend
young women. That appears to be whafewer of their reproductive years as part
happened in the late 1980’s. of a married couple than white women

Increases in the pregnancy rates fof40), which may help to explain the
NSFG data show three principalwomen 30-34 and 35-39 years of ag@igher rates of abortion and unwanted

trends in contraceptive use between 198&roughout the 1980's are reflected pribirths among black women than among
and 1990: intrauterine device (IUD) usemarily in increasing birth rates at theseyhite women. There are several demo-
decreased when the IUD was withdrawrages (table 3). For example, the birth ratgraphic reasons why black women spend
from the U.S. market by its principal per 1,000 women aged 30-34 years Wafwer of their reproductive years in mar-
distributors; use of female sterilization61.9 in 1980 and 79.5 in 1991. Thesgjage than white women:

increased among women aged 25 yearhanges in birth rates to women in their
and over; and there was an increase ithirties appear to be due to the continua®
condom use among young and unmarrietion of a trend toward making up for

had ever had intercourse increasea
from 70 to 74 percent;

Trends

On average, black women marry at
later ages than white women. The

people from 1982 to 1990, in response t@reviously delayed childbearing (25). The
the concern about STD, including humarpercent of women reaching age 35 years
immunodeficiency virus (HIV) (29). who were still childless increased from
The overall trend in pregnancy ratesl5 percent in 1980 to 21 percent in 1991
was driven primarily by trends in preg-(30,31). The increases in birth rates at
nancy for women under 30 years of agages 35-39 years are of interest because
because, in 1991, women under 30 yearsomen aged 35 years and over are
of age accounted for about 70 percent oéxposed to elevated risks of infertility
all pregnancies and live births in the(32), pregnancy loss (33), and cesarean
United States. In general there were slighdelivery (34). Their use of infertility ser- ®
decreases in pregnancy rates for agedces and other expensive medical care
under 30 years from 1980 until the mid-may also be of public interest (35).
1980’s. But each of the rates increase®espite a sharp relative increase in birth
between 1986 and 1991, to levels slightlyates at ages 35-39 years, births to
higher than in 1980 (table3). Forwomen aged 35 years and over still
example, the rate for teenagers agedccounted for only 9 percent of all births
15-19 years was 110.0 in 1980, 104.7 i 1991, up from 5 percent in 1980.

average (mean) age at first marriage in
1988 was 26.0 years for black women
and 23.9 years for white women (41).

Black women are also less likely to

have ever been married than white
women. In 1988, 47 percent of black

women and 67 percent of white

women 15-44 years of age had ever
been married (42).

Among those who do marry, the mar-

riages of black women were more

likely to end in separation, divorce, or

death. For example, 39 percent of
black women’s marriages had dis-

solved within 10 years compared with

28 percent of white women’s mar-

riages (42).
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e Among those divorced, black womento unwanted births. By contrast, the dif-sample size in 1990, particularly for His-
were much less likely than white ference between Hispanic and nonpanic teenagers, was not large enough to
women to remarry (40,42). Hispanic white women is primarily due produce reliable estimates. (See Tech-

) ) to a difference in wanted births: Hispanicnical notes for an explanation.)

There are substantial differences byyomen want and have substantially more ~ The pregnancy rates per 1,000 sexu-
race and. Hispanic origin in Unwame‘_jbirths than non-Hispanic white women. ally experienced teenaged women in
pregnancies and births. A pregnancy is  These data show striking differences1991 are, then, estimates, but their pattern
defined as “unwanted” in the NSFG if, jn marital patterns, contraceptive useis striking. The rates for Hispanic and
for_ example, a woman already had on@ontraceptive effectiveness, unwantedon-Hispanic black teenagers (379 and
child, and wanted no more, but becamjrths, and abortion rates among womeB57 pregnancies per 1,000 sexually expe-
pregnant with her second; or if a womaryt different racial and ethnic back-rienced women, respectively) are sub-
had two children and did not want togrounds. These differences reflect thetantially higher than the rate for non-
h:?lve any more, b_Ut then bepa_me Pregnapd|ationships of race and ethnicity withHispanic white teenagers (161 per 1,000).
with her third child (43). Similarly, if & eqycation, occupation, access to health Compared with non-Hispanic white
childless woman wants to remain childcare (19,44), income (17,18), and théeenagers, the differences in the overall
less perman'ently but becomes pregnanteighborhoods in which these groups livéeenage pregnancy rates (rates per 1,000
then her first pregnancy would bF3(45—48). These factors, in turn, affeciwomen aged 15-19 years) are associated
unwanted. Whether a pregnancy isnany of the behaviors described above. With the higher rates of sexual experience
unwanted is defined at the time the pregs peyond the scope of this report to(36,37) and less effective contraceptive
nancy was conceived, and is designed {gjscuss these issues in further detail, butse (29,36,38) among black teenagers.
determine the number of pregnancies thahey are clearly important to an underAmong Hispanic teenagers, less effective
would occur if contraceptive uUse WasSstanding of the pregnancy and healtitontraceptive use (29,36,38) is the prin-
completely effective and each pregnancyatterns of minority women, and deserveipal factor. Further studies of the factors
was planned. Births that were unwanterther study—particularly the relation- affecting teenage sexual activity and con-
at conception do not necessarily becomghip of economic opportunities for bothtraceptive use would be helpful in under-
unwanted children. Mothers who report 8nen and women to marriage and pregstanding how these patterns can be

pregnancy as unwanted at the time Ofancy patterns (38,45-48). changed.

conception nonetheless may cherish the As data on abortion are reported to

child born as a result of that pregnancy. Teenage pregnancy CDC separately for black and Hispanic
In 1983-88, 14.2 percent of births to women over a period of years, it will be

Hispanic women, 29.8 percent of birthsbrokzzei;?(t)et\?vgtezr;?sgeﬂferer%?:noﬁysiizgﬁossible to determine with more certainty
to non-Hispanic black women, and parts: what the trends and levels in pregnancy

8.5percent of births to non-Hispanicactivity, and the rate of pregnancy per ... o among black and Hispanic teen-

white women were unwanted. If it is 1,000 sexually ~experienced Womenaé;ers, and thus to state whether efforts to

assumed that these percents unwantddus, the teenage pregnancy rate can bE juce teenage pregnancy are having
still applied in 1991, a 1991 wanted totalcalculated two ways: per 1,000 teenagg . " 101" cffect on Hispanic, non-

fertility rate (TFR), expressed as wantedVomen; and per 1,008exually experi- Hispanic white, and non-Hispanic black

births per woman, can be computed bgncedteenage women. ¢
eenagers.
multiplying the TFR for 1991 by the The table below shows that the rate
proportion of births that were wanted a®f téenage pregnancy stayed about the Preg- Preg-
follows: same in the 1980-88 period, despite a nancy nancy
. . . . . rate rate
sharp increase in the proportion having per Percent  per
i 1,000 h 1,000
1991 Percent Wanted intercourse. The pregnancy rate per 1’000 women Zvag ever sexually
TFR  wanted  TFR sexually experienced teenage women 15-19 inter- exper-
years  course*  ienced
Total . ... 21 876 15  dropped from 235 to 207, a 12-percent
NH White ... ... .. 1.8 915 1.6 decrease. The pregnancy rate increasédraces
NH Black. . . . ... .. 26 70.2 18 preg y éqQBO .......... 110.0 46.9 235
Hispanic . . .. .. 30 858 26 between 1988 and 1991 for all teenagersiggﬁ .......... ﬂ%-g‘ 228 %85
and for sexually experienced teenagers. .. isoanic white
Rates of pregnancy per 1,000 women 1991 .. ........ 847 527 161
-Hi i P n-Hispanic black
Among non-Hispanic women, black15-19 years of age have been estimate{ytiispanic black 2167 607 257

women want about the same number ofor 1991 for Hispanic, non-Hispanic wispanic
births as white women (1.8 comparedlack, and non-Hispanic white women. 199t~ 1802 475 379
VV_Ith 16)1 bUt_ have SUbStantla”y moreData on the percent WhO had ever haqhe 1980 pregnancy rates use 1982 NSFG data on sexual
births than white women (26 Comparedntercourse (Sexual experience) for 198 tivity because no NSFG was done in 1980. Rates for 1991
) or all races combined are based on 1990 NSFG data. The
with 1.8 per Woman). Thus, most of thewere used because the percent SexuaHle rates by race and origin are based on 1988 NSFG data
on sexual activity. See “Sexual experience” in Technical notes

difference in birth rates between nonexperienced was virtually identical for for explanation.
Hispanic black and white women is duewhite teenagers in 1988 and 1990, but the




Future research

National statistics of high quality on

pregnancy are essential to adequately
monitor U.S. fertility patterns. Increasings.
the completeness of abortion statistics

reported to CDC, particularly by those

States that do not currently report abor-
tions at all or do not report the race, age,

or Hispanic origin of the woman would

be useful. Information on the educationa?'
attainment of women who have had abor-

tions would be very helpful in inter-

preting differences among groups. In

addition, further research to shed light ong.

the connections between unwanted preg-
nancy and such characteristics as eco-
nomic opportunities and access to family

planning services and other health care il

needed. Future Cycles of NSFG as well
as the birth registration data can be useful
in performing some of that research.
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Table 1. Estimated number of pregnancies and pregnancy rates, by outcome of pregnancy, and number of women: United States, 1976-92

All pregnancies All pregnancies
Live Induced Fetal Live Induced Fetal Women aged
Year Total births abortions losses? Total births abortions losses? 15-44 years
Number in
Number in thousands Rate per 1,000 women aged 15-44 years?2 thousands
1992 . ... 6,484 4,065 1,529 890 109.9 68.9 25.9 15.1 59,020
1991 . ... 6,563 4,111 1,557 896 1111 69.6 26.3 15.2 59,079
1990 . ... 6,668 4,158 1,609 902 113.8 70.9 27.4 15.4 58,619
1989 . ... 6,480 4,041 1,567 873 111.0 69.2 26.8 15.0 58,367
1988 . .. 6,341 3,910 1,591 840 109.1 67.3 27.4 145 58,120
1987 . . 6,183 3,809 1,559 815 106.8 65.8 26.9 141 57,901
1986 . . ... 6,129 3,757 1,574 798 106.7 65.4 274 13.9 57,430
1985 . .. 6,144 3,761 1,589 795 108.3 66.3 28.0 14.0 56,716
1984 . ... 6,019 3,669 1,577 773 107.4 65.5 28.1 13.8 56,031
1983 . . 5,977 3,639 1,575 763 108.0 65.7 28.5 13.8 55,359
1982 . .. 6,024 3,681 1,574 769 110.1 67.3 28.8 14.1 54,700
1981 . .. 5,958 3,629 1,577 751 110.5 67.3 29.3 13.9 53,926
1980 . . . . 5,912 3,612 1,554 746 111.9 68.4 29.4 14.1 52,833
1979 . . 5,714 3,494 1,498 722 109.9 67.2 28.8 13.9 52,016
1978 . . . 5,433 3,333 1,410 690 106.7 65.5 27.7 13.5 50,921
1977 . . o 5,331 3,327 1,317 687 107.0 66.8 26.4 13.8 49,814
1976 . . oo 5,002 3,168 1,179 655 102.7 65.0 24.2 13.4 48,721

1spontaneous fetal losses from recognized pregnancies of all gestational periods as reported by women in the 1982 and 1988 National Survey of Family Growth conducted by the National Center for Health Statistics. The rate of pregnancy loss depends
on the degree to which losses at very early gestations are detected.

2Rates computed by relating the number of events to women of all ages to women aged 15-44 years.

NOTE: Due to rounding, figures may not add to totals.
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Table 2. Estimated number of pregnancies by outcome of pregnancy, age, and race of woman: United States, 1976 and 1980-91

Age of woman

15-19 years Race
Under 15-17 18-19 20-24 25-29 30-34 35-39 40 years All
Pregnancy outcome and year Total 15 years Total years years years years years years and over White other
All pregnancies Number in thousands
1991 . . 6,563 28 963 362 600 1,814 1,798 1,310 549 101 4,901 1,662
1990 . ... 6,668 27 1,002 369 632 1,818 1,878 1,315 532 96 5,013 1,655
1989 . ... 6,480 28 1,001 375 626 1,777 1,846 1,249 492 88 4,861 1,619
1988 . . 6,341 27 988 389 599 1,775 1,820 1,195 456 79 4,770 1,571
1987 . 6,183 28 957 386 571 1,784 1,783 1,136 424 71 4,688 1,495
1986 . . . 6,129 29 964 385 579 1,828 1,765 1,081 399 62 4,683 1,446
1985 . ... 6,144 30 981 385 596 1,891 1,764 1,045 373 60 4,733 1,411
1984 . ... 6,019 30 983 378 605 1,894 1,718 993 343 58 4,657 1,362
1983 . 5,977 29 1,020 392 628 1,913 1,692 947 319 57 4,628 1,350
1982 . .. 6,024 27 1,058 405 653 1,970 1,695 919 298 56 4,682 1,341
1981 ... 5,958 28 1,103 424 678 1,945 1,663 897 268 54 4,613 1,345
1980 . .o 5,912 29 1,146 446 699 1,956 1,626 844 258 54 4,585 1,328
1976 . . o 5,002 32 1,073 439 635 1,644 1,381 602 214 56 3,871 1,131
Live births
1991 . .. 4,111 12 520 188 331 1,090 1,220 885 331 54 3,241 870
1990 ... 4,158 12 522 183 338 1,094 1,277 886 318 50 3,290 868
1989 . ... 4,041 1 507 181 325 1,078 1,263 842 294 46 3,192 849
1988 . . . 3,910 11 478 177 302 1,067 1,239 804 270 41 3,102 807
1987 ..o 3,809 10 462 173 290 1,076 1,216 761 248 36 3,044 766
1986 . . ... 3,757 10 462 169 293 1,102 1,200 721 230 31 3,019 737
1985 . .. 3,761 10 467 168 300 1,141 1,201 696 214 29 3,038 723
1984 . . 3,669 10 470 167 303 1,142 1,166 658 196 28 2,967 702
1983 ... 3,639 10 489 173 317 1,160 1,148 625 180 27 2,946 692
1982 . .. 3,681 10 514 181 333 1,206 1,152 605 168 26 2,985 696
1981 . . 3,629 10 527 187 340 1,212 1,128 581 146 25 2,948 682
1980 . . oo 3,612 10 552 198 354 1,226 1,108 550 141 24 2,936 676
1976 . . . 3,168 12 559 215 343 1,092 972 392 116 26 2,594 574
Induced abortions
1991 . .. 1,557 12 314 118 196 533 348 213 107 29 982 574
1990 . .. 1,609 13 351 130 221 532 360 216 108 29 1,039 570
1989 . .. 1,567 13 371 139 232 509 345 203 99 26 1,006 561
1988 . . 1,591 14 393 158 234 520 347 197 96 24 1,026 565
1987 . o 1,559 14 382 161 221 518 337 192 93 23 1,017 542
1986 . . ... 1,574 16 389 165 224 531 339 186 92 21 1,045 529
1985 . .. 1,589 17 399 166 234 548 336 181 87 21 1,076 513
1984 . .. 1,577 17 399 161 238 551 332 176 82 20 1,087 491
1983 . . 1,575 16 411 166 245 548 328 172 78 21 1,084 491
1982 . . 1,574 15 419 168 250 552 326 168 73 21 1,095 479
1981 . .. 1,577 15 433 176 257 555 316 167 70 21 1,108 470
1980 . .o 1,554 15 445 183 261 549 304 153 67 21 1,094 460
1976 . o o 1,179 16 363 153 210 392 221 110 57 21 785 394
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Table 2. Estimated number of pregnancies by outcome of pregnancy, age, and race of woman: United States, 1976 and 1980-91—Con.

Age of woman

15-19 years
Under 15-17 18-19 20-24 25-29 30-34 35-39 40 years All
Pregnancy outcome and year Total 15 years Total years years years years years years and over White other
Fetal losses! Number in thousands

1991 . . 896 3 129 56 73 191 231 213 11 18 678 218
1990 . ... 902 3 129 56 73 192 241 213 106 17 684 217
1989 . .. 873 3 123 55 68 190 238 203 99 15 663 209
1988 . . 840 3 117 54 63 188 233 194 91 14 642 199
1987 . . 815 3 113 53 61 190 229 184 83 12 627 187
1986 . ... 798 3 113 51 62 194 226 174 77 10 619 180
1985 . . 795 3 114 51 63 201 226 168 72 10 620 175
1984 . . 773 3 114 51 64 201 220 159 66 9 603 170
1983 . . 763 3 119 53 66 205 216 151 61 9 597 167
1982 . . 769 3 125 55 70 213 217 146 56 9 602 167
1981 . o 751 3 142 61 81 178 218 148 53 9 558 193
1980 . o 746 3 149 65 84 180 214 140 51 9 555 192
1976 . . o 655 4 152 70 82 160 188 100 42 9 492 163

lSpontaneous fetal losses from recognized pregnancies of all gestational periods as reported by women in the 1982 and 1988 National Survey of Family Growth conducted by the National Center for Health Statistics. The rate of fetal loss depends on the

degree to which losses at very early gestations are detected.
NOTE: Due to rounding, figures may not add to totals.
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Table 3. Estimated pregnancy rates by outcome of pregnancy and age and race of woman: United States, 1976 and 1980-91

[Rates per 1,000 women in specified group]

Age of woman

15-19 years Race
Under 15-17 18-19 20-24 25-29 30-34 35-39 40 years All
Pregnancy outcome and year Totalt 15 years? Total years years years years years years and over3 White other
All pregnancies
1991 . .. 111.1 3.2 115.0 74.6 171.0 192.6 174.2 117.8 53.1 10.6 101.2 155.7
1990 . ... 113.8 33 115.0 75.5 165.6 193.6 176.8 119.9 53.1 10.7 104.0 158.7
1989 . .. 111.0 34 113.2 75.4 161.8 187.6 171.9 114.7 50.1 10.2 101.1 157.8
1988 . ... 109.1 34 109.4 74.0 158.7 183.2 167.9 111.2 47.5 9.6 99.2 156.3
1987 .. 106.8 35 104.8 70.9 154.8 178.9 163.6 107.7 45.1 9.0 97.5 152.0
1986 . . ... 106.7 3.6 104.7 69.8 157.1 178.2 161.6 105.0 42.4 8.5 97.9 150.6
1985 . .. 108.3 3.6 106.9 711 158.3 179.4 163.0 103.7 41.8 8.4 99.9 150.9
1984 . .. 107.4 35 105.8 70.4 154.4 177.2 160.2 101.1 40.1 8.3 99.3 149.4
1983 . . 108.0 3.3 107.2 72.2 153.5 177.8 160.0 98.4 39.0 8.6 99.6 151.9
1982 . .. 110.1 3.1 107.8 72.1 155.7 182.4 163.4 97.3 37.6 8.8 101.7 154.9
1981 ... 110.5 3.1 109.2 72.6 159.6 180.0 164.3 94.8 36.8 8.8 101.3 159.9
1980 . .. 111.9 3.2 110.0 73.2 162.2 183.5 165.7 95.0 36.4 9.1 102.4 164.4
1976 . . .. 102.7 3.2 101.4 69.4 148.9 166.1 150.8 82.2 35.3 9.9 92.8 161.6
Live births
1991 ... 69.6 1.4 62.1 38.7 94.4 115.7 118.2 79.5 32.0 5.7 67.0 81.5
1990 . ... 70.9 1.4 59.9 375 88.6 116.5 120.2 80.8 31.7 5.6 68.3 83.2
1989 . ... 69.2 1.4 57.3 36.4 84.2 113.8 117.6 77.4 29.9 5.3 66.4 82.7
1988 . ... 67.3 1.3 53.0 33.6 79.9 110.2 114.4 74.8 28.1 5.0 64.5 80.3
1987 . . 65.8 1.3 50.6 31.7 78.5 107.9 111.6 721 26.3 4.6 63.3 77.9
1986 . ... 65.4 1.3 50.2 30.5 79.6 107.4 109.8 70.1 24.4 4.2 63.1 76.8
1985 . . 66.3 1.2 51.0 31.0 79.6 108.3 111.0 69.1 24.0 4.1 64.1 77.3
1984 . ... 65.5 1.2 50.6 31.0 77.4 106.8 108.7 67.0 22.9 4.0 63.2 77.0
1983 . . 65.7 1.1 51.4 31.8 77.4 107.8 108.5 64.9 22.0 4.0 63.4 77.9
1982 ... 67.3 11 52.4 32.3 79.4 111.6 111.0 64.1 21.2 4.1 64.8 80.3
1981 . . 67.3 11 52.2 32.0 80.0 112.2 111.5 61.4 20.0 4.0 64.8 81.1
1980 . . ... 68.4 1.1 53.0 325 82.1 115.1 112.9 61.9 19.8 4.1 65.6 83.7
1976 . . .. 65.0 1.2 52.8 34.1 80.5 110.3 106.2 53.6 19.0 4.5 62.2 82.0
Induced abortions

1991 . .. 26.3 1.4 37.6 24.3 55.9 56.6 33.7 19.1 10.4 3.0 20.3 53.8
1990 . ... 274 15 40.3 26.5 57.9 56.7 33.9 19.7 10.8 3.2 21.6 54.6
1989 . ... 26.8 1.6 42.0 28.0 60.0 53.8 32.2 18.6 10.1 3.0 20.9 54.7
1988 . .. 27.4 1.7 43.5 30.2 62.0 53.6 32.0 18.4 10.0 3.0 21.3 56.2
1987 . 26.9 1.8 41.8 29.6 59.8 52.0 31.0 18.2 9.9 2.9 21.2 55.1
1986 . . ... 27.4 2.0 42.3 29.9 60.8 51.8 31.1 18.0 9.7 2.8 21.8 55.1
1985 . .. 28.0 2.0 43.5 30.6 62.0 52.0 311 17.9 9.7 2.9 22.7 54.9
1984 . .. 28.1 2.0 42.9 29.9 60.8 51.6 31.0 17.9 9.6 2.9 23.2 53.8
1983 . . 285 1.9 43.2 30.7 59.9 50.9 31.0 17.8 9.5 3.2 23.3 55.2
1982 . .. 28.8 1.6 427 30.0 59.7 51.1 31.5 17.8 9.3 3.3 23.8 55.3
1981 . .. 29.3 1.7 42.9 30.1 60.6 514 31.3 17.7 9.5 3.4 24.3 55.8
1980 . .. 29.4 1.7 42.7 30.1 60.6 51.6 31.0 17.2 9.4 35 24.4 57.0
1976 . . o 24.2 1.6 34.3 24.2 49.3 39.6 241 15.0 9.3 3.7 18.8 56.3
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Table 3. Estimated pregnancy rates by outcome of pregnancy and age and race of woman: United States, 1976 and 1980-91—Con.

[Rates per 1,000 women in specified group]

Age of woman

15-19 years Race
Under 15-17 18-19 20-24 25-29 30-34 35-39 40 years All
Pregnancy outcome and year Totalt 15 years? Total years years years years years years and over3 White other
Fetal losses*

1991 . ... 15.2 0.4 15.4 11.5 20.7 20.3 22.3 19.1 10.7 1.9 14.0 20.4
1990 . ... 15.4 0.4 14.8 11.5 19.0 20.4 22.7 19.4 10.6 1.9 14.2 20.8
1989 . .. 15.0 0.4 14.0 11.1 17.7 20.1 22.2 18.7 10.1 1.8 13.8 20.4
1988 . .. 14.5 0.4 13.0 10.2 16.8 19.4 215 18.1 9.4 1.7 13.4 19.8
1987 . . 14.1 0.4 12.4 9.6 16.5 19.0 21.0 17.4 8.8 1.5 13.0 19.1
1986 . . ... 13.9 0.4 12.3 9.3 16.7 19.0 20.7 16.9 8.2 1.4 12.9 18.7
1985 . . 14.0 0.4 12.4 9.4 16.7 19.1 20.9 16.7 8.1 1.4 131 18.7
1984 . . 13.8 0.4 12.3 9.5 16.2 18.9 20.5 16.2 7.7 14 12.9 18.6
1983 . . 13.8 0.3 12.5 9.7 16.2 19.0 20.4 15.7 7.4 1.4 12.8 18.8
1982 . . 14.1 0.3 12.7 9.8 16.7 19.7 20.9 15.5 7.1 1.4 13.1 19.3
1981 . .. 13.9 0.4 14.1 10.5 19.0 16.5 21.6 15.7 7.2 1.4 12.2 23.0
1980 . ... 14.1 0.4 14.3 10.6 19.5 16.9 21.8 15.8 7.2 1.5 12.4 23.7
1976 . . .. 13.4 0.4 14.4 11.1 19.1 16.2 20.5 13.6 6.9 1.6 11.8 23.3

1Rates computed by relating the number of events to women of all ages to women aged 15-44 years.

2Rates computed by relating the number of events to women under 15 years to women aged 10-14 years.
3Rates computed by relating the number of events to women aged 40 years and over to women 40—44 years.
4Spontaneous fetal losses from recognized pregnancies of all gestational periods as reported by women in the 1982 and 1988 National Survey of Family Growth conducted by the National Center for Health Statistics. The rate of fetal loss depends on the

degree to which losses at very early gestations are detected.
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Table 4. Estimated pregnancy, live birth, and induced abortion rates by marital status and race:
[Rates per 1,000 women aged 15-44 years in specified group]

United States, 1980, 1990, and 1991

All races White All other
Marital status and measure 1980 1990 1991 1980 1990 1991 1980 1990 1991
Married
All pregnancies® . . . . ... .... ........... 126.9 121.9 117.6 124.4 120.7 116.1 145.3 129.7 127.6
Livebirth . . .......... ... . ...... 97.0 93.2 89.9 97.5 94.1 90.6 93.5 87.4 85.6
Induced abortion. . . . ... .. ... L 10.5 8.8 8.4 8.6 7.1 6.6 24.7 20.4 20.6
Unmarried

Allpregnancies® . ... ....... ........... 90.8 103.6 103.3 68.9 81.0 80.9 179.7 177.4 174.3
Livebirth . . .......... ... ... ..... 29.4 43.8 452 18.1 32.9 34.6 75.2 79.7 78.8
Induced abortion. . . . ... ... oL 54.4 49.8 47.8 47.4 41.3 39.1 82.7 7.7 75.8

Lincludes pregnancies ending in fetal loss, not shown separately.
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Table 5. Estimated number of pregnancies and pregnancy rates, by outcome of pregnancy by age, race, and Hispanic origin of woman: United States, 1990 and 1991

Age
15-19 years
Pregnancy outcome Under 15-17 18-19 20-24 25-29 30-34 35-39 40 years
and race and Hispanic origin Total® 15 years? Total years years years years years years and over3
1991
Non-Hispanic Number in thousands

White:

All pregnancies. . . . . ........... 3,964 8 489 172 318 1,007 1,145 884 368 63
Live births. . . .. ............. 2,635 3 250 79 171 637 834 640 235 36
Induced abortions . . . .. ... ... .. 774 4 164 61 103 264 163 106 58 16
Fetal losses*. . .. ............ 556 1 75 32 43 107 148 138 76 11

Black:

All pregnancies. . ... ........... 1,344 14 272 114 158 439 320 202 81 15
Live births. . .. .............. 673 6 149 63 86 216 160 98 37 6
Induced abortions . . . .. ... ... .. 507 7 101 40 61 178 119 67 29 7
Fetal losses*. . . .. ........... 164 1 22 12 10 45 41 37 15 3

Hispanic®

All pregnancies. . . . ............ 965 5 177 71 105 306 250 149 64 14
Live births. . ... ............. 623 2 105 41 64 199 170 100 39 8
Induced abortions . . . .. ... ... .. 208 1 40 14 26 73 50 28 13 4
Fetal losses*. . . .. ........... 134 1 32 16 16 33 30 22 12 2

Non-Hispanic Rate per 1,000 women

White:

All pregnancies. . . .. ........... 91.8 1.3 84.7 51.3 130.8 151.4 154.7 107.6 47.3 8.6
Live births. . . ... ......... ... 61.0 0.5 43.4 23.6 70.5 95.7 112.7 77.9 30.2 4.8
Induced abortions . . . . ... ... ... 17.9 0.7 28.4 18.1 42.6 39.6 22.0 12.9 7.4 2.2
Fetal losses®. . ... ........... 12.9 0.2 13.0 9.5 17.7 16.0 20.0 16.8 9.7 1.6

Black:

All pregnancies. . . .. ........... 174.8 11.0 216.7 157.5 297.9 337.2 232.3 142.7 63.9 144
Live births. . . .. ............. 87.6 4.9 118.9 86.7 163.1 166.1 116.3 69.3 28.9 5.7
Induced abortions . . . . ... ... ... 65.9 5.1 80.5 54.9 115.7 136.4 86.3 47.1 23.0 6.2
Fetal losses®. . . .. ........... 21.3 0.9 17.2 15.8 19.1 34.7 29.7 26.3 121 2.4

Hispanic®

All pregnancies. . . .. ........... 167.4 4.8 180.2 123.9 261.3 285.6 224.3 143.9 74.8 19.8
Live births. . . .. ............. 108.1 24 106.7 70.6 158.5 186.3 152.8 96.1 44.9 1.1
Induced abortions . . . .. ... ... .. 36.2 14 40.4 24.7 63.0 68.1 44.4 27.1 155 5.2
Fetal losses®. . ... ........... 23.2 1.0 33.1 28.5 39.8 31.2 27.1 20.7 144 3.6
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Table 5. Estimated number of pregnancies and pregnancy rates, by outcome of pregnancy by age, race, and Hispanic origin of woman: United States, 1990 and 1991—Con.

Age
15-19 years
Pregnancy outcome Under 15-17 18-19 20-24 25-29 30-34 35-39 40 years
and race and Hispanic origin Total® 15 years? Total years years years years years years and over3
1990
Non-Hispanic Number in thousands

White:

Allpregnancies. . . .. .............. 4,123 8 532 181 351 1,039 1,227 897 359 61
Live births. . . .................. 2,711 3 259 79 180 653 890 646 227 33
Induced abortions . . . . ...... ... ... 844 5 196 71 125 277 179 111 60 17
Fetal losses*. . . . ............... 568 1 77 32 45 109 158 139 73 11

Black:

All pregnancies. . . .. .............. 1,345 14 280 116 164 432 327 201 78 14
Live births. . . ... ... . ......... 674 6 150 62 88 214 165 98 35 6
Induced abortions . . . ... ... ... 507 7 108 42 65 173 119 66 29 6
Fetal losses*. . . .. .............. 164 1 22 11 10 45 42 37 15 2

Hispanic®

All pregnancies. . . .. .............. 919 4 167 66 100 288 243 144 61 13
Live births. . . .. ... . ... ...... 597 2 98 37 61 190 167 96 36 7
Induced abortions . . . ... ... ... 195 1 38 14 24 67 46 27 12 3
Fetal losses®. . ... .............. 127 1 30 15 15 32 30 21 12 2

Non-Hispanic Rate per 1,000 women

White:

All pregnancies. . . .. .............. 95.6 1.4 87.6 53.6 130.2 155.7 158.9 110.0 47.4 8.8
Live births. . . . ... ... ......... 62.8 0.5 42.6 233 66.9 97.9 115.3 79.2 29.9 4.8
Induced abortions . . . . ....... ... .. 19.6 0.8 32.3 21.0 46.5 415 23.1 13.7 7.9 24
Fetal losses*. . . .. .............. 13.2 0.2 12.7 9.4 16.8 16.4 20.4 17.1 9.6 1.5

Black:

Allpregnancies. . . .. .............. 177.6 114 216.5 158.0 293.4 332.8 234.0 144.3 64.0 14.5
Live births. . . .. ......... ... .... 89.0 5.0 116.2 84.9 157.5 165.2 118.3 70.2 28.6 5.8
Induced abortions . . . ... ... ... ... 67.0 5.4 83.5 57.7 117.4 133.1 85.4 475 235 6.4
Fetal losses®. . .. .. ............. 21.6 0.9 16.8 155 185 34.6 30.2 26.6 11.9 24

Hispanic®

Allpregnancies. . . .. .............. 165.7 4.5 170.3 116.7 244.1 2745 222.4 146.5 75.2 20.3
Live births. . . .. ................ 107.6 24 100.2 65.8 147.6 180.8 152.8 98.1 45.2 11.4
Induced abortions . . . .. ... ... ... 35.1 11 39.1 243 59.5 63.4 42.6 27.2 15.4 5.2
Fetal losses®. . . ... ............. 23.0 1.0 31.0 26.6 37.0 30.3 27.1 21.2 14.6 3.7
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1Rates computed by relating the number of events to women of all ages to women aged 15-44 years.

2Rates computed by relating the number of events to women under 15 years to women aged 10-14 years.

3Rates computed by relating the number of events to women aged 40 years and over to women aged 40-44 years.

4Sp0ntaneous fetal losses from recognized pregnancies of all gestational periods as reported by women in the 1982 and 1988 National Survey of Family Growth conducted by the National Center for Health Statistics. The rate of pregnancy loss depends
on the degree to which losses at very early gestations are detected.

Spersons of Hispanic origin may be of any race.

NOTE: Due to rounding, figures may not add to totals.
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Table 6. Estimated percent distribution of pregnancies by outcome of pregnancy, according to age, race, and Hispanic origin of woman: United States, 1990 and 1991

Age
15-19 years
Pregnancy outcome Under 15-17 18-19 20-24 25-29 30-34 35-39 40 years
and race and Hispanic origin Total 15 years Total years years years years years years and over
Non-Hispanic 1991

White:

All pregnancies. . . .. .............. 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Livebirths. . . .................. 66.5 354 51.2 46.1 53.9 63.2 72.9 72.4 63.8 56.3
Induced abortions . . . . ...... ... ... 19.5 50.3 335 35.3 325 26.2 14.2 12.0 15.6 255
Fetal losses. . .. ................ 14.0 14.3 15.3 18.6 135 10.6 12.9 15.6 20.5 18.1

Black:

All pregnancies. . . .. .............. 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Live births. . . .. ...... ... ...... 50.1 45.0 54.9 55.1 54.7 49.2 50.1 48.6 45.2 40.0
Induced abortions . . . . ........ ..., 37.7 46.7 37.2 34.9 38.8 40.5 37.1 33.0 36.0 43.3
Fetal losses. . .. ................ 12.2 8.2 8.0 10.1 6.4 10.3 12.8 18.4 18.9 16.7

Hispanict

All pregnancies. . . .. .............. 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Live births. . . . ................. 64.6 50.5 59.2 57.0 60.7 65.2 68.1 66.8 60.0 56.0
Induced abortions . . . . ..... ... ... 21.6 29.1 22.4 20.0 241 23.8 19.8 18.8 20.7 26.0
Fetal losses. . .. ................ 13.8 20.4 18.4 23.0 15.2 10.9 121 14.4 19.3 18.0

Non-Hispanic 1990

White:

All pregnancies. . . .. .............. 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Livebirths. . .. ................. 65.7 324 48.7 43.4 51.4 62.8 72.6 72.0 63.1 54.9
Induced abortions . . . .. ... ... L. 20.5 54.5 36.9 39.1 35.7 26.6 14.6 12.4 16.6 274
Fetal losses. . .. ................ 13.8 13.1 145 175 12.9 10.5 12.9 15.5 20.3 17.7

Black:

All pregnancies. . . .. .............. 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Live births. . . ... ... . ......... 50.1 44.3 53.7 53.7 53.7 49.6 50.6 48.6 447 39.6
Induced abortions . . . . ....... ... .. 37.7 47.5 38.6 36.6 40.0 40.0 36.5 329 36.6 43.8
Fetal losses. . . . ................ 12.2 8.1 7.8 9.8 6.3 10.4 12.9 18.4 18.7 16.5

Hispanic®

All pregnancies. . . .. .............. 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Live births. . . ... ... . ......... 64.9 53.4 58.9 56.4 60.5 65.9 68.7 67.0 60.1 56.3
Induced abortions . . . .. ... ... ... 21.2 25.0 23.0 20.8 24.4 23.1 19.2 18.6 20.5 25.6
Fetal losses. . . . ................ 13.9 21.6 18.2 22.8 15.2 11.0 12.2 14.5 19.4 18.1

lpersons of Hispanic origin may be of any race.

NOTE: Based on unrounded frequencies.
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Technical notes 1988. For each of these years for eachnd 1988 proportions were also used for
State, the percentage difference betweetP89-92. Fetal losses for years prior to
Sources of data the CDC total and the AGI total was1982 were based on the 1982 NSFG.

calculated. If the difference varied by NSFG data on fetal losses, rather
Live births—Beginning in 1985, all more than 10 percentage points, the Stathan registration data, have been used in
live birth data are based on 100 percenwas omitted. Sixteen States were omittethis report because registration data are
of the births registered in the Unitedfrom the calculations on the basis of thiggenerally limited to losses occurring at
States; for 1976—84, birth data are basectiterion. In addition, California was gestations of 20 weeks or more, whereas
on 100 percent of the births in selectedbmitted because the CDC numbers arBlISFG data include all gestations. When
States and on a 50-percent sample afstimates rather than actual counts. KelNSFG data and registration data on late
births in all other States (5-8). tucky and Maine were included in spitefetal deaths are compared, the numbers
Induced abortions-Abortion data of inconsistent past reporting becausare generally similar in both data sets.
shown in this report are national esti-they had made major improvements in
mates compiled by the Alan Guttmachetheir reporting systems, making their datd&opulation denominators
Institute (AGI) from their surveys of all relatively reliable. The numbers of women by age, race
known abortion providers, which are dis- For the 4 years, 1988-91, the consisémd Hispanic origin used to cor'npute'
tributed by age and race according tdent States in the CDC data and AGI data : . :
. ; rates are revised estimates which are con-
estimates prepared by the National Centavere each summed and compared. From .
for Chronic Disease Prevention andhese totals, U.S. estimates for 1989 wer%:'St.ent with 19.90 census levels. These
: . . i : revised populations have been published
Health Promotion of the Centers for Dis-calculated in two ways: the ratio of thein the U.S. Bureau of the Census reports
ease Control and Prevention (CDC). Th&€DC total for 1989 to that for 1988 was g : )
CDC percent distributions have beemmultiplied by the AGI 1988 total; and the (22,23). Populations by m_ar_ltgl status are
. . . those prepared by the Division of Vital
adjusted to remove the influence of yearratio of the CDC total for 1989 to that for Statistics to produce birth rates by marital
to-year changes in the States that repofi991 was multiplied by the AGI 1991 status (52.)
to CDC (9). The numbers of abortionstotal. The final estimate for 1989 is the '
published by CDC, which are obtainedweighted average of these two estimate}s_e
from State health agencies, tend to béhe weights being two-thirds of the first
lower than the numbers published byestimate and one-third for the second. Sources of data-Birth data by His-
AGI, which are obtained by direct sur-The estimate for 1990 was similar but thepanic origin are based on information
veys of abortion providers (49). Forweights were reversed, with the estimateeported on the birth certificates of 48
example, the total number of abortiondhased on 1988 weighted one-third, an&tates and the District of Columbia in
reported by CDC was about 14 percenthat based on 1991 weighted two-thirds.1990 and 49 States and the District of
lower in 1988 and about 11 percent lower  National estimates of induced abor-Columbia in 1991. Hispanic origin was
in 1992 than reported by AGI (10,11). tions by marital status and race for 198hot reported by New Hampshire and
It appears that the differentialhave been published (26). Estimates foDklahoma in 1990 and not reported by
between the total counts reported by AGIL990 are based on abortion data for 3Mew Hampshire in 1991. In calculating
and CDC has declined in recent yearsStates and New York City, and for 1991 rates, it is assumed that there were no
Based on an analysis of changes in thbased on abortion data for 36 States, thdispanic births in New Hampshire in
data sets, it appears that the trend in thBistrict of Columbia, and New York City 1990 and 1991. Rates for 1990 by His-
CDC data has been affected by bettef12,50), adjusted to U.S. totals compilechanic origin in this report include an
reporting in most of the States. In addi-by the Alan Guttmacher Institute. estimate for Hispanic births to Oklahoma
tion, because abortion services are Fetal losses-Information on fetal residents, which assumes proportionately
increasingly concentrated among specialosses is based on the 1982 and 1988e same level of Hispanic births by age
ized abortion clinics and there are feweNational Survey of Family Growth in 1990 as were reported in 1991, when
total providers, the data may be mordNSFG). In this report, the proportion ofthis information became available.
complete. pregnancies (excluding induced abor- Births for white non-Hispanic
Estimates of the number of abortiongions) ending in fetal loss in the 5 yearsvomen in 1991 include all white births in
performed in the United States in 198%receding the two surveys are used. Tblew Hampshire, and births for black
and 1990 were made by interpolatiorincrease the reliability of the estimates bynon-Hispanic women include all black
between AGI's 1988 and 1991 totalsage and race, the proportions of pregnarbirths in New Hampshire. In computing
because AGI did not conduct surveys irties ending in fetal loss for both surveyrates, births for white and black non-
1989-90. The method of interpolationyears were averaged and used fodispanic women also include all white
took into account trends in the number 0fl982—88. Although the number of fetaland black births with origin not stated in
abortions reported by CDC for 1989 andosses by age were reported in the 199the total reporting area (1 percent).
1990 (10,50,51). The CDC totals thatNSFG Telephone Reinterview, the num-  The estimates of the number of abor-
were used excluded States with inconsidders were too small to make reliabletions for Hispanic women in 1990 and
tent reporting in comparison with AGI's estimates of fetal loss rates by age anti991 were based on the proportions
State totals for the years 1985, 1987, anthce. Therefore, the average of the 198&ported by CDC, with the denominator

ace and Hispanic origin
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adjusted to exclude abortions with racdikely to live in poverty than white abortions per woman shown in this report
and Hispanic origin not reported (12,50)women. In addition, black persons undewere computed by summing the 1991
The resulting proportion Hispanic,age 65 years are less likely to haveage-specific rates for each outcome, each
12.1 percent in 1990 and 13.5 percent iprivate health insurance, much moranultiplied by 5, and dividing the result
1991, was then applied to the totalikely to rely on Medicaid for health by 1,000. The figure for live births per
number of abortions as estimated by AGInsurance, and more likely to have nowoman, therefore, is equivalent to the
for each year. This procedure assumesoverage at all, than white persons. Thisotal fertility rate (TFR), a hypothetical
that the 22 States reporting abortion datwas true in 1980, 1984, and 1989 (19)measure, which indicates how many
by Hispanic origin are representative ofThus, differences among white, blackpirths a woman would have if she expe-
the U.S. population. Support for thisand Hispanic women in pregnancy experienced throughout her childbearing years
assumption may be found in the birthrience are most likely due to the lowerthe set of age-specific birth rates
data, which show that among the 2ancome and educational levels ofobserved in a given calendar year (5-8).
States reporting Hispanic abortion dataminority women, their limited access toThus, the 1991 total pregnancy rate
the proportion of live births to Hispanic health care and health insurance, thérPR) is the number of pregnancies a
mothers in 1990, 14.7 percent, was idenecommunities in which they live, and woman would have if the 1991 preg-
tical to the proportion of births to His- other factors (45-48). Direct measures ofiancy rates continued; the total abortion
panic women in all the 48 States and theocioeconomic status such as educatiomate (TAR) is the number of abortions a
District of Columbia that reported His-income, or occupation should be incorpowoman would have if the 1991 abortion
panic origin (6,50). rated into the analysis, but national aborrates continued. The TPR is the sum of
Fetal loss estimates for Hispaniction and birth data are not available bythe TFR, the TAR, and the TFLR (total
women are based on data reported faany of these indicators (education of parfetal loss rate). The TFLR is not shown
white women in the 1982 and 1988ents was available from birth certificatesseparately.
NSFG. for most, but not all, States) (6,20).
Interpretation of data by race and
Hispanic origin—Data are shown by age Educational attainment

and race in the taples and flgu_res for Birth data by educational attainmen In the NSFG,  pregnancy s classi-
several reasons. First, NCHS is fre-

of the mother has been available for 4 led as unwanted if a woman answered
i I .. “no” to the followi ion:
guently asked to provide data separatelgtates and the District of Columbia in "° to the following question

for important subgroups of the popula- “At the time you became pregnant
tion, including race and Hispanic Origin'available for California. Texas anolWith (BABY's NAME), did you yourself
Second, race is also associated with e\lashington in 1980-87: for California. actually want to have a(nother) baby at

number of indicators of social and €C0~ o as. New York State (exclusive of I\Iewsometime’?” For example, if she already
nomic status. Direct measures of preg; : had two children, and did not want any

nancy and abortion rates by]}(or”;\lg\';/y){{;id S\/:/:tzhl(r:e ?(tgﬂslir\]/(alggégi\gw more, but became pregnant with her third
socioeconomic status (e.g., education ar\(? baby, the pregnancy ending in her third

income) would be very helpful, but theszrckal?;g) %ndul\;\:i)snhlg?;ct)igtilgs 12)?9;r?gs'girth would be reported and classified as
are not available for a sufficient numberchanging Eep?orting areas have not beer%ananted.” Additional details are pro-
of States. The following data show theavailable each year, it has only beer\lllded in other reports (39, 43).
percent of persons living in households . -
with incomes below the poverty IeVelpossmle to compute birth rates by educa-

tional attainment for 1980 and 1985 (20) Contraceptive failure

Unwanted pregnancy

most of the study years. Data wenet

(16): = )
' ispani ggg]sn:rge \rl\(laltr:)ri?ne ?gtie?’astid);egt’ioﬂial In the NSFG, a contraceptive “fail-
e ek riseane attainment onpthe t?irth certificate. It will Ure is a pregnancy that the woman did
1973 . ... 84 314 21.9 . ’ . not intend to have at the time she became
1989 ... 100 307 26.2 therefore be possible to compute birt

regnant, which occurred in a month in

Thus, during the time period covered b>;ates by educational attainment annuall

Abortion statistics b educational\.’\/hich she or her partner was using a
this report, black and Hispanic personsattainment have been corril iied for onl contraceptive method. A “failure” may
had higher rates of poverty than white - Y 8¢ a failure of the method itself, such as a

L few States (53), representing approxi- . o
persons (16). Similarly, unemployment ’ . ~condom breaking or a spermicide not
. mately one quarter of U.S. abortions : :
rates for black persons were higher, bth'herefore national estimatés. of abortion\sl,vorklng; or, more commonly, a failure to
overall and at each level of education educat’ional attainment of the woma use the method at each act of intercourse
than for white persons (17). The mediarPy

L nnot be computed r\(such as using a condom or diaphragm at
income of white families in 1989 was P ' some but not every act of intercourse, or

about $36,000, compared with $20’20%regnancies live births. and not taking an oral contraceptive each day
for black families and $23,400 for His- bortions e,r woman ’ it should be taken), or incorrect use. This
panic families (17,18). In short, black and® P measure of contraceptive effectiveness, or
Hispanic women have much lower  The estimates of the number of life-“efficacy,” is called “use-effectiveness”
average incomes and are much morgme pregnancies, live births, and inducedh the literature (27).
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Sexual experience The other measures may be appropriateenagers. Therefore, 1988 data were
. : for more specialized analyses. used. If 1990 data had been used, how-
In this report, a woman is referred to .
W ) n The 1980, 1988, and 1991 pregnancgver, the estimated pregnancy rates for
as “sexually experienced” if she reports

that she has ever had sexual intercoursrea.‘tes for sexually experienced teenagers991 per 1,000 sexually experienced

. Were estimates, derived in the followingteenagers would be as follows:
Data on sexual experience can be tabu-

lated and reported any of several ways: way: The 1980 pregnancy rates used

1982 NSFG data on sexual activity Rates based  Rates based
. on 1988 data on 1990 data
1. Sometimes only premarital sexual because no NSFG was done in 1980. o
intercourse is counted (37), but in thisRates for 1991 for all races combined usﬁggznggg;g white ... 181 160
report, any sexual intercourse is1990 NSFG data. The 1991 rates by racespanic ... .. .. .. 379 465
counted, whether it was premarital orand origin used 1988 data on sexu

ivity b 1090 e si ¥he results for non-Hispanic white teen-
not. activity because sampie siz€ afgars would be virtually identical. For

2. Sometimes  only never-married response rates for Hispanic and blac on-Hispanic black teenagers, however
women are studied; this report uses alleenage women were too low to computg, . .-« \vould be somewhat Ic;wer using'
women. reliable rates. For example, there werggqq jata (311 compared with 357), but

3. Data may be tabulated as sexual inteenly 58 Hispanic teenagers in the 199%till much higher than the white rate.,For
course by ‘exact age X such as sample, compared with 122 in 1988. | ispanic teenagers, the rate would be
intercourse before the 15th birthday 1990 there were 211 black teenagers iHigher still (465 com,pared with 379), but
before the 16th birthday, etc. Figureghe sample, compared with 375 in 1988, 4 have an unacceptably large 'sam-
like this were published in a previousTo summarize, the sampling errors wer

‘udaed | h ?)Iing error. Additionally, the rates for
report (37). Judged too large, the response rates tog,,, Hispanic and black teenagers would

This report shows any sexual inter-low’ and the potential for NONrESponsg, 5 e large potentials for uncorrectable

course, among all women, by the date (()j(;?SHY!e;?]'::OZnI(?rSIZc:IE ttgt-:?n ;ggros S;mcrzl?_esponse bias. Thus, the rates shown in
interview, from the 1982, 1988, and 199 ISpani gers, the text use the more reliable 1988 data to
culate reliable pregnancy rates for sexu-

NSFG surveys. This is an appropriatea” experienced  Hispanic and blaCkcalculate the pregnancy rates for sexually
measure for calculating pregnancy rates. y P P experienced teenagers.
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