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An estimated 18.5 million, or 69.6 percent,
of all the married couples in the United States in
1973 were using contraceptive methods to plan
their families, according to results from Cycle I
of the National Survey of Family Growth
(NSFG). These figures represent a continuing in-
crease in the proportion of married couples
using contraception which has been observed
through the sixties. In 1960, 50.4 percent of
currently married women were using contracep-
tion, as indicated by a nationwide sample survey
taken in that year.? The National Fertility
Studies of 1965 and 1970 showed the propor-
tion of couples currently using contraception
had continued to rise to 63.9 percent and 65.0
percent in the respective years.3

In addition to an increased proportion of
couples using contraceptive methods, the type
of methods used has also been changing (figure
1). In 1973, 12.8 million couples were using the
pill, the intrauterine device (IUD), or steriliza-

1Prepare:d by Kathleen Ford, Ph.D., Division of Vital
Statistics.

2 This survey, the second Growth of American Fami-
lies Study (GAF-I1), is reported in Fertility and Family
Planning in the United States, by Whelpton, P. K,
Campbell, A. A., and Patterson, J. E., Princeton, N.J.,
Princeton University Press, 1966. This figure was compu-
ted from the computer tape for this survey obtained
from the Data and Program Library Service at the Uni-
versity of Wisconsin at Madison.

3These surveys, the first and second National Fertili-
ty Studies (NFS-I and NFS-II), are reported, respective-
ly, in Reproduction in the United States, 1965, by
Ryder, N. B., and Westoff, C. F., Princeton, N.J., Prince-
ton University Press, 1971, and in “The Modernization
of U.S. Contraceptive Practice,” by Westoff, C. F., in
Fam. Plann. Perspect. 4(3), 9-12, July 1972.

tion. For convenience, since they have been
known or widely accepted as methods of family
planning only since 1960, these methods are re-
ferred to in this report as the modern methods
of contraception. As seen in figure 1, the use of
modern contraceptive methods increased 13.9
percent among currently married women be-
tween 1965 and 1970 and 10.5 percent between
1970 and 1973. In other words, the proportion
of couples using contraception (contraceptors)

Figure 1. PERCENT OF MARRIED COUPLES, WIFE 15-44 YEARS
OF AGE, USING A CONTRACEPTIVE METHOD: UNITED

STATES, 1965, 1970 ,and 1973.
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who were using modern methods rose from
about 37 percent in 1965 to almost 70 percent
in 19738. This represents an increase in use of
methods which have been shown to be more ef-
fective in preventing accidental pregnancies
among married couples.#»5 The more traditional
methods of family planning, including the con-
dom, the diaphragm, foam, rhythm, withdrawal,
douche, and other methods,® correspondingly
declined during this period. :

The statistics presented in this report are the
latest nationwide statistics on contraceptive util-
ization. They are results from Cycle I of the
NSFG, conducted by the National Center for
Health Statistics. The NSFG. was designed to
provide information about fertility, family plan-
ning, and those aspects of maternal and child
health that are closely related to childbearing.
Data on these topics were collected by personal
interviews with about 9,800 women aged 15-44
years who had ever been married or who had
children of their own living in the household.
The statistics in this report refer to the 7,566
women who were currently married at the time
of the interview. The interviews were conducted
between July 1973 and February 1974, and cen-
tered on September 13, 1973. Respondents were
selected by a multistage, area probability, cross-
sectional sample of households in the contermi-
nous United States. Further discussion of the
survey design, definition of terms, and sampling
variability will be found in the Technical Notes
at the end of this report.

In data presented here the contraceptive
status of currently married women and the
methods they reported refer to the time of the
interview. In an effort to plan their pregnancies,
the proportion of couples currently using con-
traception (69.6 percent) is therefore smaller
than the proportion who have ever used a
method and smaller than the proportion who
regularly use a method. The 14.3 percent of
women who were pregnant at the time of inter-
view, who were seeking pregnancy, or had just

4Ryder, N. B., Contraceptive failure in the United
States, Fam. Plann. Perspect. 5(3): 133-142, Summer
1973.

5Ryder, N. B., and Westoff, C. F.: Reproduction in
the United States, 1965. Princeton, N.J., Princeton Uni-
versity Press, 1971. pp. 331-335.

“Other” methods include primarily jelly, cream,

suppositories, and abstinence.

completed a pregnancy (postpartum) included
many who had previously used contraception
and many who will return to the practice. Since
these women, along with those who are com-
pletely sterile, are not “at risk” of an unplanned
pregnancy, they are not included when measur-
ing the current use of contraception to avoid
unplanned births. In. 1973 contraceptors com-
prised 89.0 percent of currently married women
“at risk” of an unplanned pregnancy at the time
of interview.

The percent of currently married women
using contraception was not significantly differ-
ent between wives 15-29 years of age and wives
30-44 years of age (tables A, 1, and 2).
Differences between the age groups in the reason
for not using contraception largely reflect differ-
ences in stages of the life cycle. Most noncontra-
cepting younger wives, those 15-29 years of age,
were pregnant, postpartum, or trying to become
pregnant; most noncontracepting older wives
were sterile or other nonusers. Among these
“other nonusers,” the reasons for not using con-
traception included indifference to the risk of
pregnancy, a low risk of pregnancy due to some
impairment of fecundity, and religious or per-
sonal objections to contraception.

White wives (70.5 percent) were more likely
than Negro wives (60.0 percent) to be using a
contraceptive method. Among white wives aged
15-29 years, 70.7 percent were using a contra-
ceptive method, and among Negro wives aged
15-29 years, 63.7 percent were using contracep-
tion. For the age groups 30-44 years, 70.3 per-
cent of white wives and 56.8 percent of Negro
wives were using contraception.

Negro women were more likely than white
women to be noncontraceptors for reasons other
than childbearing and sterility. The proportion
of women either currently pregnant, seeking
pregnancy, postpartum, or sterile were about the
same for Negro and white wives. However, 17.9
percent of Negro wives were not using contra-
ception for other reasons compared with only
7.8 percent of white wives.

The modern methods of family planning—
the pill, sterilization, and the IUD—dominated
contraceptive practice. They were used by 69.2
percent of all currently married contraceptors
(tables B, 3, and 4). The pill, the most popular
method, was used by 36.1 percent, about 6.7
million women. Female sterilization for contra-
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Table A.

contraceptive status, according to race and age: United States, 1973

Number and percent distribution of currently married women 15-44 years of age by

Noncontraceptors
Numger
o
All Contra~ Pregnant
Race and age women womern ceptors post-
thoagands Total partum, or| Sterile| Other
seeking nonusers
pregnancy
ALL RACES Percent distribution
15-44 years---- 26,646 100.0 69.6 30.4 14.3 7.5 8.6
15-29 yearse~--cowaa- 12,040 100.0 70.2 29.8 23.0 1.3 5.5
30-34 yearsee—m-cmeax 14,606 100.0 69.1 30.9 7.1 12.6 11.2
WHITE
15-44 yearS-e---- 24,249 100.0 70.5 29.5 14.2 7.4 7.8
15-29 years---==ce--a 10,963 100.0 70.7 29.3 23.0 1.3 5.0
30-34 yearse-mmmmmam= 13,286 100.0 70.3 29.7 7.0 12.5 10.1
NEGRO
15-44 years——---- 2,081 100.0 60.0 40.0 14.0 .1 17.9
15-29 years----weweaa- 964 100.0 63.7 36.3 22.8 *1.6 12.0
30-34 years-~weemem—a 1,117 100.0 56.8 43.2 6.4 13.7 23.1

sons. The IUD was used by 9.6 percent of con-
traceptors, about 1.8 million couples.

The more traditional methods (diaphragm,
condom, foam, rhythm, withdrawal, douche,

ceptive reasons accounted for another 12.3 per-
cent and male sterilization, for 11.2 percent.
Altogether, about 4.4 million couples had one or
the other partner sterilized for contraceptive rea-

Table B. Number and percent distribution of currently married women 15-44 years of age using contraceptives by method of con-
traception used, according to race and age: United States, 1973

Numbex Method of contraception
Race and age °°gfra' caﬁiia—
ac 8 ceptors | o0 e Femaie Mali 1 Dia- ‘ noehn | WitH- N .
in sterili- | sterili- | Pi IUD Condom | Foam| Rhyt! Douche| Other
thousands zation zation phragm drawal
ALL RACES Percent distribution
15-44 yearg-- 18,543 100.0 12.3 11.2 | 36.1] 9.6 3.4 13.5 ] 5.0 4.0 2.1 0.8 1.9
15-29 years--weewee 8,451 100.0 5.9 5.3153.6|12.0 2.5 10,0 | 5.1 2.0 1.5 *0.4 1.6
30-44 yearg~=~wm-ws 10,092 100.0 17.7 16.1} 21,4} 7.6 4.2 16.4 | 4.9 5.7 2.7 1.2 2.1
WHITE
15-44 years---- 17,102 100.0 11.6 11.9| 35.5{ 9.4 6 14.1 | 5.0 4.1 2.2 0.7 1.9
15-29 years--—----- 7,756 100.0 5. 5.6 (52.9{11.9 2.6 10.5 [ 5.3 2.0 1.5 *0.3 1.7
30-44 years-w--ce-- 9,346 100.0 16.5 17.1| 2.2 7.4 4.4 17.1 | 4.7 5.9 2.8 1.0 2.1
NEGRO
15-44 years—-~- 1,249 100.0 22.7 *1.7 | 43.8 | 12.7 .0 5.3 0 *1.3 *0.7 .07 *1.6
15-29 years--===---=-= 614 100.0 9.8 *0,7 | 63.9 | 13.1 *1.2 *3,1 [*3.5 *1,6 *0.5 *2.11 *0.5
30-44 years===~emw= 635 100.0 35.2 *2.7 |1 24.3 | 12.4 *2.8 7.5 ] 6.6 *0.9 *0.9 4.0 *2,7
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and other)6 accounted for the remaining 30.7
percent of contraceptive use. Of these methods,
the condom was most popular. It was used by
13.5 percent of currently married contraceptors,
about 2.5 million couples. The diaphragm, foam,
rhythm, withdrawal, douche, and other methods
each accounted for 5 percent or less of contra-
ceptive use.

Contracepting wives under age 30 (76.8 per-
cent of contracepting wives aged 15-29 years)
were more likely than older wives (62.8 percent
of contracepting wives aged 30-44 years) to be
using one of the more modern methods (table
B). Among these younger wives, the pill, used by
53.6 percent of contraceptors, was the most
popular method. The IUD was used by 12.0 per-
cent of contraceptors; female sterilization, by
5.9 percent; and male sterilization, by 5.3 per-
cent of contraceptors. In this age group, 23.1
percent were using the more traditional
methods: the condom was employed by 10.0
percent of contraceptors; foam, by 5.1 percent;
the diaphragm, by 2.5 percent; rhythm, by 2.0
percent; and withdrawal was used by 1.5 percent
of contraceptors.

Among older wives (30-44 years of age),
sterilization was the most popular method in-
cluding 17.7 percent who hdd been sterilized
themselves and 16.1 percent whose husbands
had been sterilized. The percents of older wives
using the pill (21.4 percent) or the IUD (7.6
percent) were less than the percents using these
methods among wives under 30 years of age
(53.6 percent and 12.0 percent, respectively).
The more traditional methods encompassed 37.2
percent of practice among older women. The
condom was used by 16.4 percent; rhythm, by
5.7 percent; foam, by 4.9 percent; and the dia-
phragm, by 4.2 percent. Withdrawal accounted
for 2.7 percent; douche, for 1.2 percent; and
other methods accounted for 2.1 percent of
these traditional contraceptive methods.

Although Negro women were less likely to
use any contraception, those who did were more
likely than white women to be using the more
modern methods of pill, IUD, and sterilization.
These methods were used by 80.9 percent of
Negro contraceptors compared with 68.4 per-
cent of white contraceptors. As a consequence,
the difference in the proportion of all Negro and
white currently married women 15-44 years of
age using the modern methods of family plan-

Figure 2, PERCENT OF CONTRACEPTIVE METHODS USED BY
CURRENTLY MARRIED WOMEN,BY AGE: UNITED STATES,
1973.
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ning was not statistically significant (48.6 per-
cent of Negro wives and 48.2 percent of white
wives, figure 3).

The percent of contraceptors selecting steri-
lization as their method did not differ signifi-
cantly between white and Negro couples (23.5
percent and 24.4 percent, respectively). How-
ever, while male sterilization accounted for half
of all contraceptive sterilizations among white
couples, fewer than 1 in 10 sterilizations among
Negro couples were performed on the husband.

The pattern of contraceptive practice among
currently married women of Spanish origin
(tables 5 and 6) is between that for white and
Negro women. Contracepting couples account
for 65.5 percent of all couples in which the wife
is of Spanish origin compared with 70.5 percent
of white couples and 60.0 percent of Negro
couples. The percent of contraceptors using
modern methods among wives of Spanish origin
was about 4 percent greater than that among all
white wives but nearly 9 percent lower than that
among all Negro wives. Overall, the proportion
of wives of Spanish origin who were protected
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Figure 3. PERCENT OF CONTRACEPTIVE METHODS USED BY
CURRENTLY MARRIED WOMEN AGED 15-44 YEARS, BY
RACE: UNITED STATES, 1973.
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by the modern methods was not significantly
different than in either of the other groups.
About one in three contraceptive sterilizations
was performed on the husband among couples
with wives of Spanish origin, which is substan-
tially more frequent than among Negro couples
but well below the frequency among white
couples.

Among the four major regions of the United
States, differences in the percent of couples
using contraception were not statistically signifi-
cant, ranging from 67.6 percent in the South to
71.4 percent in the West (tables 7 and 8).
Among those using contraception, the percent
using the more modern methods was greatest in
the West (79.8 percent) and smallest in the
Northeast (56.9 percent).

The contraceptive practice of couples differs
with total family income. In tables 9 and 10
family income is shown as a ratio of total family
income to poverty level income, as defined by
the Bureau of the Census. The proportion using
contraception was lowest among wives with in-
comes below the poverty level, and this is seen
among both younger and older wives. While
modern methods of contraception were used by
the large majority of contraceptors at all income
levels, contracepting wives 30-44 years of age
with income twice the poverty level or more
were less likely to be using these methods. The
use of male sterilization, however, was highest
among this group.

In tables 11 and 12 contraceptive status and
the methods used by contraceptors are shown in
relation to the parity of women (the number of
live births they have had). The proportion of
currently married women using contraception
was higher for women with two or more chil-
dren, but it was lower for those with five and
more live births compared to those with two to
four live births. Among those not using contra-
ception, more women were pregnant, trying to
become pregnant, or postpartum in the lower
than in the higher parities. The proportion of
noncontraceptors who were sterile was highest
among women with five or more live births. In
all parities, the modern methods were used by
the majority of contraceptors, but the pill was
most popular among the low parity women,
many of whom wanted to have additional chil-
dren, while sterilization was the most popular
method among higher parity women, many of
whom had all the children they wanted.

There was not a statistically significant dif-
ference in the percent of contraceptors between
women in the labor force (70.5 percent) and
those not in the labor force (68.9 percent, tables
138 and 14). A greater proportion of women not
in the labor force are not using contraception
for reasons associated with pregnancy, many of
whom might otherwise be in the labor force.
Women in the labor force have a higher propor-
tion of noncontraceptors as a result of sterility
and “other” reasons.
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Table 1. Number of currently married women 15-44 years of age by contraceptive status, race,
and age: United States, 1973

Noncontraceptors
All Contra-
Race and age women ceptors Pregnant,
Total a@gﬁﬁ_ or{ Sterile Other
Pseekiﬁg nonusers
pregnancy
ATL RACES Number of women in thousands
15-44 years-=--=--=----- 26,646 18,543 8,104 3,807 1,996 2,300
15-19 years==w~--sccmc—mancao- 1,028 586 442 368 *4 *70
20-24 years—-~=--cmmammccocna- 4,949 3,524 1,426 1,133 *17 276
25~29 yearse=-—-m--mccmmecacmna= 6,063 4,342 1,721 1,270 133 317
30-34 years—==—-eeeeccmomaaaaa 5,248 3,900 1,349 628 329 391
35-39 years--—--e=cemcmmmnncan- 4,632 3,241 1,391 286 553 553
40-44 years--==~memmccemananaan 4,726 2,951 1,775 122 960 693
WHITE
15-44 yearsmm-re-memmcnan- 24,249 17,102 7,147 3,451 1,805 1,890
15-19 years~----=--==--=cmcm-- 915 524 391 325 2 %61
20~24 years---—--m==cmeccnnana- 4,469 3,195 1,274 1,033 *13 228
25-29 years----~smo=mmommcmana- 5,579 4,037 1,542 1;166 122 254
30-34 years-e--smmmemc e ———— 4,768 3,588 1,180 555 299 325
35-39 years-—-—-mm-rmemmmcmmm————— 4,199 2,997 1,202 262 510 430
40-44 yearg-~--—-—mm—cocmmmmaan 4,320 2,761 1,558 109 857 591
NEGRO
15~44 yearse-==----ce-oo—- 2,081 1,249 832 291 168 373
15-19 years-=-s=mommaaeaooomao 96 49 47 39 - *8
20-24 years-=----=~==-------on 451 313 138 91 %3 44
25-29 years=<-==cemo—o—o—ocooo— 417 252 164 90 *12 63
30-34 years--—---—---mmmmomaeno- 402 265, 138 50 26 62
35-39 years------~--emeenonaao 347 201 146 %13 34 99
40-44 yearse=--emo—csmmcaanao 367 169 199 *8 93 97
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Table 2. Number and percent distribution of currently married women 15-44 years of age by
comtraceptive status, according td race and age: United States, 1973
Noncontraceptors
Nt:ml:fJer
o
All Contra- Pregnant

Race and age Wgﬁen women ceptors post- ’ | other

thousands Total szgﬁﬁ gor Sterile nonusers
pregnancy
ALL RACES Percent distribution
15-44 years---- 26,646 100.0 69.6 30.4 14.3 7.5 8.6
15-19 1,028 100.0 57.0 43.0 35.8 *0.4 6.8
20-24 4,949 100.0 71.2 28.8 22.9 *0.3 5.6
25-29 6,063 100.0 71.6 28.4 21.0 2.2 5.2
30-34 5,248 100.0 74.3 25.7 12.0 6.3 7.5
35-39 4,632 100.0 70.0 30.0 6.2 11.9 11.8
40-44 4,726 100.0 62.4 37.6 2.6 20.3 14.7
15-44 years------ 24,249 100.0 70.5 29.5 14.2 7.4 7.8
15-24 years—-----——-- 5,384 100.0 69.1 30.9 25.2 *0.3 5.4
25-34 years---—--ce--- 10,347 100.0 73.7 26.3 16.6 4.1 5.6
35-44 years-weweerman- 8,518 100.0 67.6 32.4 4.4 16.0 12.0
NEGRO

15-44 years------ 2,081 100.0 60.0 40.0 14.0 8.1 17.9
15-24 years-—==-=====- 547 100.0 66.1 33.9 23.8 *0.6 9.5
25-34 years-----a---- 819 100.0 63.1 36.9 17.0 4.6 15.3
35-44 years---------- 715 100.0 51.8 48.2 *3.0 17.8 27.5
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Table 3. Number and percent distribution of currently married women 15-44 years of age using contraceptives by method of con-
traception used, according to race and age: United States, 1973

Number Method of contraception
of All
contra-
Race and age ceptors co'ntt:ra; Female Male Dia- With-
in ceptor sterili- | sterili-| Pill | IUD hra Condom| Foam | Rhythm d;awal Douche| Other
thousands zation zation phragm
ALL RACES Percent distribution
15-44 years-- 18,543 100.0 12.3 11,2} 36.1| 9.6 3.4 13.5] 5.0 4.0 2.1 0.8/ 1.9
15-19 years~------- 586 100.0 *0.1 %0.7| 77.0| #5.3 *1.3 *7.9| %2.8 *1.4 *1.4 *0.1| #1.8
20-24 years- 3,524 100.0 4.2 2.5| 63.3( 11.3 *1.6 8.30 4.1 2.0 *1.0 *0.3| *1.4
25-29 years~ 4,342 100.0 8.1 8.3{ 42.6| 13.5 3.4 11.6| 6.4 2,1 1.8 *0.6( 1.8
30-34 years 3,900 100.0 14.9 14.4( 27,2] 11,3 2.9 15.2 5.7 4.4 1.8 *0.8( *1.3
35-39 years- 3,241 100.0 17.6 18.6| 20.2| 7.5 4.7 15.0| 4.5 5.7 3.2 *0.9 2.2
40-44 years~-------- 2,951 100.0 21.6 15.7| 15.0} 2.8 5.4 19.6) 4.2 7.4 3.3 *2.01 3.0
WHITE
15-44 years---- 17,102 100.0 11.6 11.9( 35.5| 9.4 3.6 14.1] 5.0 4.1 2.2 0.7} 1.9
15-24 years-~------ 3,719 100.0 3.4 2.4 64.4¢ 10.4 *1.7 8.8 4.0 *1.8 *1.2 *0,1| *1.6
25-34 years-------- 7,625 100.0 11.0 11.7( 35.0} 12,1 3.2 13.81 6.1 3.1 1.8 %0.6 1.6
35-44 years-------- 5,758 100.0 17.6 18.2] 17.6| 5.2 5.2 17.9( 4.2 6.9 3.4 *1,2| 2.5
NEGRO
15-44 years---- 1,249 100.0 22.7 *1.7| 43.8] 12.7 2.0 .31 5.0 *1.3 *0.7 3.0( *1.6
15-24 years-------- 362 100.0 *6.4 *Q,1( 73.6| 11.9 %*0.1 *2.11 %2.5 *1.5 *0.3 *1.5 -
25-34 years--- 517 100.0 17.0 *2.8( 42,94 17.0 *2.9 .91 6.6 *1.1 *0,3 #3.1| *1.2
35-44 years-------- 370 100.0 46.6 *1.6| 15.9 7.7 *2.7 1] *5.3 *1.2 *1.6 4| *3.8

Table 4. Number of currently married women 15-44 years

of age using contraceptives by method of contraception used, race, and

age: United States, 1973
Method of contraception
All
Race and age contra~ Female Male . . .
ceptors sterili- | sterili- Pill IUD g;i' Condom | Foam | Rhythm g;;&;l Douche | Other
zation zation P &m
ALL RACES Number of women in thousands
1544 years---- 18,543 2,289 2,077 | 6,690] 1,781 636 2,501 927 746 392 155 348
586 *Q * 451 31 #*8 *46 %17 * *8 %] *11
3,524 148 86| 2,230 399 *56 294 143 *71 %37 *10 #*50
4,342 351 360 1,849 584 146 502 276 92 79 #26 76
3,900 581 563| 1,062 439 114 594 222 171 *68 %33 #52
3,241 569 601 654 244 152 487 145 186 103 %28 *71
2,951 639 462 443 83 160 578 125 219 97 %58 88
15-44 years------ 17,102 1,980 2,033 6,078 1,608 610 : 2,408 857 703 378 118 328
15-19 years--~---~---- 524 - w4 397 %29 *8 *43 *17 *8 *8 - *11
20-24 years---------- 3,195 125 86| 1,999 359 %56 284 134 *60 %36 #*5 *50
25-29 years---------- 4,037 314 347 1,704 533 139 485 264 88 *72 *19 73
30- 34 years- - 3,588 525 547 962 389 106 565 200 152 *68 w24 *49
35-39 years- - 2,997 483 591 589 228 148 473 124 178 98 *21 *64
40-44 years---------- 2,761 531 458 427 71 154 559 118 218 96 *48 81
NEGRO
15-44 years------ 1,249 284 21 547 159 %25 67 63 *16 *9 38 %20
15-19 years---------- 49 *0 - 41 *3 - %3 - - w1 %l -
20-24 years-- 313 %23 *0 225 40 *1 Sl %9 G %0 * -
25-29 years-- 252 37 wly 126 38 % *11 %12 % %2 o7 %*3
30- 34 years-- 265 51 *11 96 50 * w14 *22 *] - *9 *3
35-39 years-- 201 82 %2 48 *16 (A %15 %13 %3 *5 %7 *7
40-44 years---------- 169 91 *4 #11 *12 *6 *19 *7 *1 *1 *9 *7
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Number and percent distribution of currentl

9

y married women 15-44 years of age by

contraceptive status, according to Spanish origin and age: United States, 1973

Noncontraceptors
Number
Spanish origin ngen All Contra~ Pregnant
and age : women ceptors post- . Other
thousands Total Pg::ﬁ?;gor Sterile. nonusers
pregnancy
TOTAL Percent distribution
15-44 years~--- 26,646 100.0 69.6 30.4 14.3 7.5 8.6
SPANISH
15«44 years=—-—m~= 1,676 100,0 65.5 34.5 19.0 5.9 .7
15-29 years—-=m=mm==- 770 100.0 67.6 32.4 26,2 - *6,2
30-44 years-ewemmn==-a 906 100.0 63.7 36.3 12,8 10.9 12.6
OTHER
15-44 years—em=——-= 24,970 100.0 69.9 30.1 14.0 . 8.6
15-29 years—====mea-- 11,270 100.0 70.4 29.6 22,8 1.4 5.5
30~44 yearse==emmme—- 13,700 100.0 69.4 30.6 6.7 12.7 11.1
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Table 6. Number and percent distribution of currently married women 15-44 years of age using contraceptives by method of con~
traception used, according to Spanish origin and age: United States, 1973

Number

Method of contraception
spant . of ALl
panish origin contra- | ..oao.
and age ceptors | [oorirs Female Male Dia- With-
in P sterili- | sterili-| Pill | IUD hra Condom | Foam | Rhythm drawal Douche | Othex
thousands zation zation phragm
TOTAL Percent distribution
15-44 years-- 18,543 100.0 12.3 11.2] 36.1| 9.6 3.4 13.5( 5.0 4.0 2.1 0.8 1.9
SPANISH
15-44 yearse--- 1,098 100.0 16.4 7.6f 35.0) 13.3 *2.7 10.7| #2.8 %*3.2 *3.4 *0.9 | *4.1
15-29 yearses--w-=- 520 100.0 #*10.5 *5.3| 48.8} 15.9 *1.9 *7.3| *1.8 *1.6 *3.9 *1.0] *2.0
30-34 years-------- 578 100.0 21.7 %*9.7] 22.6| 10.8 %*3.5 13.7| *3.6 *4.6 %*2.9 *0,9) *5.9
OTHER
15-44 yeargm--- 17,445 100.0 12.1 11.4| 36.1] 9. 3.5 13.7| 5.1 4.1 2.0 0.8 1.7
15-29 years-=-===== 7,931 100.0 5.6 5.3| 53.9{ 11.8 2.5 10.1] 5.4 2.0 1. *0.4 1.6
30-44 years-eemae-mme 9,514 100.0 17.5 16.5( 21.3} 7. 4.3 16.6| 5.0 5.8 2.6 1.2 1.9
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Number and percent distribution of currently married women 15-44 years of age by

contraceptive status, according to region, race, and age: United States, 1973

Noncontraceptors
Numger
Geographic o
regigi,Prace women All Contra- Pregnant,
and age in women ceptors L post- . Other
thousands Tota pgzgﬁ?ﬁgor Sterile nonusers
pregnancy
NORTHEAST Percent distribution
All Races
15-44 years---- 5,374 100.0 70.7 29.3 14.2 5.5 9.6
15~24 years—------—=- 909 100.0 73.5 26. 21.6 - *5.0
25-34 years--—-—=mm-= 2,407 100.0] 73.8 26.2 18.3 *1.4 6.5
35-44 years---------- 2,058 100.0 65.9 34.1 6.2 12.7 15,2
White
15-44 yearsg=m-==- 4,860 100.0 71.4 28.6 14.2 5. 9.2
15-29 years---------- 1,921 100.0 72.6 27 .4 22.4 *0.2 4.8
30-44 years--=-—-=--- 2,939 100.0 70.6 29.4 8.9 8.5 12.1
Negro
15-44 years—e==m- 459 100.0 63.5 36.5 13.0 14.6
15-29 years--------=- 215 100.0 66.6 33.4 18.8 *0.8 13.8
30-44 years—-——=—mmm-- 244 100.0 60.9 39.1 *7.8 16.1 15.3
NORTH CENTRAL
All Races
15-44 years---- 7,014 100.0 69.9 30.1 14,3 6.2 9.7
15-24 years---—-—=—=-n 1,542 100.0 68.0 32.0 26.5 *0.3 5.1
25-34 years-- 2,985 100.0 73.1 26.9 16.9 3.5 6.4
35-44 years--=—-=-n-= 2,487 100.0 67.1 32.9 3.5 12.9 16.4
White
15-44 years-——m—w—- 6,615 100.0 70.7 29.3 14.3 6.1 9.0
15-29 years---------- 2,938 100.0 70.3 29.7 24,2 *1,2 4,2
30-44 years——-—m——==-- 3,677 100.0 71.0 29.0 6.3 10.0 12.8
Negro
15-44 years—------ 357 100.0 56.4 43.6 15,2 8.2 20.3
15-29 years-=-~=—==-- 150 100.0 59.3 40,7 26,8 *0.8 *13,2
30-44 years--—=s——m=-- 207 100.0 54.3 45.7 *6,7 13.5 25.5
SOUTH
All Races
15-44 years---- 8,924 100.0 67.6 32.4 14,8 9.4 8.1
15-24 years~==-~=—-=- 2,334 100.0 67.5 32.5 24,5 *0.7 7.3
25-34 years---------- 3,631 100.0 70.8 29.2 17.0 5.9 6.3
35-44 years—————m—==-- 2,960 100.0 63.9 36.1 4.6 20.7 10.9
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Table 7. Number and percent distribution of currently married women 15~44 years of age by
contraceptive status, according to region, race, and age: United States, 1973—Con.
Noncontraceptors
b NumEer
Geographic o
regign,prace women All Contra- Pregnant,
and age in women ceptors L post~ " Other
thousands Tota pg:ga?ﬁgor Sterile nonusers
pregnancy
SOUTHeCon. Percent distribution
White
15-44 yearse=e==- 7,703 100.0 68.9 31.1 14,9 .8 6.4
15-29 yearse=memmma=== 3,722 100,0 69.9 30.1 22,6 *1,7 5.8
30-44 years-~=-——ma- -— 3,981 100.0 67.9 32.1 7.7 17.3 7.0
Negro
15-44 years-=-~=--- 1,142 100.0 58.9 41.1 14,2 7.9 19.0
15-29 yearse~=~=m~== - 541 100.0 63.0 37.0 23.9 2.0 11.1
30-44 yearse~wsm—muanm- 601 100.0 55.2 44.8 5.6 13,1 26.2
WEST
All Races
15-44 years=—~~ 5,335 100.0 71.4 28.6 13.4 8.0 7.2
15-24 yearse--e-- ———— 1,193 100.0 68.6 31l.4 27.1 - *4.3
25-34 yearse-—=- m———— 2,289 100.,0 74.9 25.1 14.6 4,8 5.7
35-44 years--—-=-o=o- 1,853 100.0 68.8 31.2 *3.1 17.2 11,0
White
15-44 yearg~mm==- 5,070 100.0 72.0 28.0 13.2 .8 7.0
15-29 years~~===we~== 2,382 100.0 71.1 28.9 22.7 *1.5 4.7
30-44 yearS~=mcmmam== 2,688 100.0 72.8 27.2 4.7 13.4 9.1
Negro
15-44 yearse=-~--- 123 100.0 67.4 32.6 *12.1 *6,8 *13,6
15229 years-==mo=m=== 58 100.0 70.5 *29,5 *17.3 *1.9 *10.4
30-44 years~=-=-m=mm=- 65 100.0 64,7 35.3 *7,6 *11.2 *16.5
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Table 8. Number and percent distribution of currently married women 15-44 years of age using contﬁ?ceptives by method of con-
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Method of contraception

Numger
Geographic cogtra- All
region, race, ceptors contra- Female Male A
and age in GePLOTS || sterili-| sterili- | Pill| tup | Di3~ | condom| Foam| Rhythm Douche | Other
thousands zation zation phragm
NORTHEAST Percent distribution
All Races
15-44 yearse= 3,800 100.0 11.1 5,7] 30.4] 9.7 5.7 20.9| 5.0 4.6 *0,7 2,6
1524 yearsevemeses 6683 100.0 *3.3 «1.9| 57.6| 10,4 *3.4 12.8] *3,9 w2,2 -1 *3,0
25-34 yearsw 1,775 100.0 10.0 4,81 31.2| 13.1 4,6 21.9| 5.4 *3.0 *0.1) *3,0
35~44 yeAYSemeammma 1,357 100.0 16,3 8.8| 16.0| 5.0 8.3 23.6( 5,2 7.9 *1.9] *1.8
White
15«44 yearSme== 3,468 100,0 9.8 6.2] 30,1 9.7 5.8 21.6| 4.8 4.9 %*0,5 2.7
15«29 years=-= - 1,39 100.0 5.4 %2.2| 44.6| 12,7 4.6 17.4] 4.7 *2.4 -1 %4.1
30=44 years= - 2,074 100.0 12.8 8.9 20.4| 7.8 6.6 24,4 4.8 6.7 %0.9| *1.7
Negro
15-44 yearsemaw 292 100.0 26.0 #0.2] 36.5| 11.0 *5.6 8.31 %6.2 *1,6 %2.6| %1.5
15-29 years=-=« 143 100.0 %9, -1 59.2] 15,9 w371 %21 2,8 %*0.7] *1.2
30-44 years- 149 100.0 41.7 “0.4 ) 14,6 6.2 *12.7(%10.2 *0,4 b, w*l.7
NORTH CENTRAL
All Races
15-44 yearswe- 4,899 100,0 10.5 12.7} 36.6| 8.5 2,9 12.8] 5.2 5.9 1.4
1524 yearsmemmamew 1,049 100.0 3. %2.41 65, 9.7 1,3 8.2} %4,1 *1,2 *2.1
25=34 yearswes - 2,182 100.0 10.8 13.414 36.7¢ 11,7 *2.4 11.1} 6.4 4.3 *0,7
35-44 yearsmmewev=e 1,668 100.0 14.7 18.21} 18.1| =3.7 4.5 18.0{ 4.4 10.9 %2.0
White
15-44 years-we= 4,675 100.0 9, 13.2] 36,2| 8.5 2.9 13.2| 5.1 6.2 #0.8| *l.4
1529 yearswew 2,066 100.0 5.9 7.6 53.41 10.9 %2.0 9.0§ 5.6 *1.9 0.3 1,7
30~44 yearsee= 2,610 100.0 13,1 17.6| 22.6} 6.6 3.6 16.57 4.7 9.5 . *1.2
Negro
15=44 yearsee-- 201 100.0 25.1 *2.4| 42,11 %9.0 *2.5 %5.5| *8,1 %0.6 *2.8] 1.3
15-29 years=weeeces 89 100.0 %20.6 -| 57.1|*L1,2 *1,2 *2,2| %5.2 - *1.3] *0.6
30~44 yearsewenanes 112 100.0 28.6 %4.,2| 30.2} %7.4 #3.6 *8.1[%10.4 *1.0 *4.0( *1,9
SOUTH
All Races
15«44 yearsm- 6,036 100.0 13.7 7.61 40.6] 9.1 3.0 12.61 5.7 3.3 1.3 2,0
15»24 yearswmeesmme- 1,575 100.0 *2, *L.1| 70, 9.8 0,8 6.6] 4.9 *1.7 *0.7( *1.2
25-34 yearse==ewea- 2,570 100.0 12.3 7.3] 37.8( 11,2 3.2 13,31 7.1 3.2 *1.7| *1.7
35e44 yearsemmmmme= 1,891 100.0 24.9 13.2] 19, 5.7 4.5 16.5( 4.4 4.8 *1,21 *3,0
White
15«44 yearsem== 5,307 100.0 12.6 .21 40.1] 8.6 13.8 .3 *1.0 .0
15-29 yearse-= - 2,602 100.0 5.1 3.0 58.71 10.3 %2,5 9,1} 6,2 *1.9 *0.7| *1,4
30=44 yearsee=m-= - 2,705 100.0 19.9 13.2( 22,1 6.9 4,2 18.2} 5.7 4,6 *1,3 2.6
Negro
15-44 yearsm=-- 673 100.0 21,0 *2.0| 46.6} 14,0 %0.4 4.4 3.9 *1,3 3.7 *L.9
1529 yearse=scmacns 341 100.0 *6,6 %Ll.3| 67.0] 12.5 *0.3 “3.4| *3.8 *1.4 %3,1{ %0.3
30~44 yearss-seen=- 332 100,0 35,8 %2.7] 25.7] 15.6 *0.5 *5.4( %4.0 #*1,2 *4,3] *%3.5
WEST
All Races
15«44 years== 3,807 100.0 13.8 20.5] 33.9! 11.6 2.6 8.3| 3.7 2,1 0.2 *1,6
15-24 yearsm=mm=ac= 818 100.0 *6.3 “4,3 7.9 %1.6 #3.0 - -
25-34 years--emmuee 1,714 100.0 11.8 20.8 7.0| 4.8 *1.8 - *1,0
35-44 yearse-e-m==» 1,275 100.0 21.2 30.6 10.4| #3.5 *1.9 0.7]| 3.5
White
15«44 yearswena 3,651 100.0 13. 21.01} 33.3] 11.5 2.7 8.5 3.8 %0.2| *1,7
15-29 years-ewme-« - 1,694 100.0 6.4 10.2| 50.1] 14.8 *2,0 8.,6] 4.2 2.0 ~| %#0.3
3044 yeargemmamman 1,957 100,0 20.2 30.3{ 18.7} 8.5 3.3 8.5] #3.3 *1.9 %0.5 =2.9
Negro
15-44 yearsem-- 83 100.0 *19.1 *3.3] 50.6(|*17.9 1,7 2.6] *2.5 *1.6 -y ®0,7
15-29 yearse-ecemn- 41 100.0 *12.9 -| 69.21*13,3 - -1 *1.3 *3.3 - -
30«44 yearSeemmmmen 42 100.0 %25,1 %6.5[%32,6 |%22.5 3.3 5.1 %3.6 - -] *L.3
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Number and percent distribution of currently married women 15-44 years of age by

contraceptive status, according to ratio of total family income to poverty level income,

race, and age: United States, 1973

Noncontraceptors
Number
Income level, wgien All Contra- Pregnant,
race, and age in women ceptors post- . Other
thousands Total p:ZZﬁ?ﬁgor Sterllei nonusers
pregnancy
BELOW POVERTY Percent distribution
INCOME
All Races
15-44 years---- 2,033 100.0 60.7 39.3 17.3 9.4 12.6
15-29 years---=--cc-- 993 100.0 61.9 38.1 27.3 *1.9 9.0
30-44 yearse----ceem- 1,040 100.0 59.6 40.4 7.7 16.6 16.1
White
15-44 years--——-- 1,681 100.0 61.5 38.5 18.4 10.4 9.7
15-29 years===~-w==--- 857 100.0 61.4 38.6 27.8 *2.0 8.7
30-44 yearsmemermmw-n- 824 100.0 61.6 38.4 8.5 19.1} 10.8
Negro
15~44 years---=-- 326 100.0 55.7 44.3 12.9 *4,1 27.3
15-29 years------cwa= 131 100.0 63.4 36.6 24.9 *0.8 *10.9
30-44 yearse--—-—----- 195 100.0 50.6 49.4 *4,9 *6.3 38.2
100-149 PERCENT
POVERTY INCOME
All Races
15-44 years---- 2,108 100.0 72.4 27.6 11.4 7.0 9.2
15-29 yearse--c=-n--- 1,028 100.0 75.5 24,5 19.7 *1.0 *3.8
30-44 years--—-m==-=- 1,079 100.0 69.5 30.5 *3.5 12.7 14.3
White
15-44 years------ 1,717 100.0 74.2 25.8 12.0 6.1 7.7
15-29 years~~==-ex--- 851 100.0 76.6 23.4 20.2 *0.5 *2.6
30-44 yearse~---e-enm- 867 100.0 71.9 28.1 *4,0 11.5 12.6
Negro
15-44 years---=-- 358 100.0 62.5 37.5 9.3 12.1 16.1
15-29 years----=-c=-= 158 100.0 66.4 33.6 19.1 *3.6 %10.9
30-44 years-=--cmmme= 200 100.0 59.3 40.7 *1.5 18.8 20.3
150-199 PERCENT
POVERTY INCOME
15-44 yearse--- 3,053 100.0 73.0 27.0 11.9 5.8 9.4
15-29 years—--me-weo- 1,487 100.0 74.4 25.6 18.7 *0.9 6.1
30-44 yearse~m-e-a--- 1,566 100.0 71.6 28.4 5.4 10.5 12.5
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Number and percent distribution of currently married women 15-44 years of age by
to poverty level income,

Noncontraceptors
Number
Income level, wgﬁen All Contra- Pregnant,
race, and age in women ceptors post- . Other
thousands Total pgzgﬁgégor Ste?lle nonusers
pregnancy
150-199 PERCENT Percent distribution
POVERTY INCOME--Con.
White
15-44 years-e---- 2,742 100.0 74.1 25.9 11.9 .5 8.5
15-29 years-eemmem——m 1,361 100.0 75.2 24.8 18.5 *0.6 5.7
30-44 yearsem—em——en- 1,380 100.0 72.9 27.1 5.4 10.3 11.3
Negro
15-44 years-—---- 273 100.0 59.7 40.3 13.1 . 17.2
15-29 years---=----—-- 107 100.0 59.3 40.7 24.5 4,2 12.1
30-44 years-----—~=m- 166 100.0 60.0 40.0 5.7 13.7 20.6
200 PERCENT OR MORE
POVERTY INCOME
All Races
15-44 yearge--- 19,452 100.0 69.7 30.3 14.7 7.6 8.0
15-29 years--—cr-mm—mn 8,531 100.0 69.8 30.2 23.7 1.3 5.2
30-44 years--e-—--em-- 10,921 100.0 69.6 30.4 7.6 12.5 10.3
White
15-44 years------ 18,109 100.0 70.5 29.5 l4.4 7.6 7.5
15-29 years-----—we-a- 7,894 100.0 70.4 29.6 23.6 1.4 4.7
30-44 yearg-----—---- 10,215 100.0 70.6 29.4 7.3 12.4 9.7
Negro
15-44 years-—----- 1,124 100.0 60.5 39.5 16.0 7.5 16.0
15-29 years--meeeeea- 567 100.0 63.8 36.2 23.0 *0.7 12.5
30-44 years-e=em—aca- 556 100.0 57.1 42,9 8.8 14.5 19.5
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Number and percent distribution of currently married women 15-44 years of age using

contraceptives by method of

contraception used, according to ratio of total family income to poverty level income, race, and age: United States, 1973

Number Method of contraception
of ALl
Income level, contra- |, oo
race, and age ceptors tors Female Male Dia- With-
in cepto sterili~ | sterili- | Pill| Iup | p* Condom | Foam | Rhythm | 5=, | Douche | Other
thousands zation zation phragm
BELOW POVERTY Percent distribution
INCOME
All Races
1544 years-- 1,235 100.0 19.7 8.0| 40.0{ 9.4 *3.1 8.3| *4.3 1.8 *1.3 *1.4 %*2.6
1529 yedrs-------- 615 100.0 %9.5 *4,5]1 58.9| *7.6 “h .1 6,4 | *2,1 *1.6 *#2.1 *1.6 *1.6
L R T S —— 620 100.0 29.8 11.6| 21.3] 11.2 #2.1| *10.1| *6.4 *2.0 *0.6 *1.3 *3.5
White
15-44 yedr§emmm 1,034 100.0 18.9 9.1 39.8{ 9.2 %*3.3 8.7| *4.8 *1.8 *1.6 *0.4 *2.7
1529 yeargemrmemau~ 527 100.0 #8.3 %5,2] 59.6| *7.7 4,1 %5.8| *2.5 *1.9 *2.4 %0.8 *1.8
30-44 years-=mmanan 508 100.0 29.9 13.1§ 19.2}+*10.8 *2,5 ) *11.6| *7.1 *1.6 *0.7 - *3.6
Negro
15-44 years---- 182 100.0 26.6 *0.3| 43.1|*11.6 %2.4 ®4.1| %2,1 - - *7.4 %2.4
1529 years=--—vs-- 83 100.0 *18.1 -| 58.1| #7.6 *4.,7 4.2 - - - %6.6 *0.7
30-44 years----—e--- 99 100.0 33.8 %0.5| 30.4|*14.9 *0.5 %40 *3.9 - - 8.1 *3.8
100~149 PERCENT
POVERTY INCOME
All Races
15«44 years-- 1,527 100.0 19.7 8.1} 37.0| 10.5 *1.3 9.7 *4.6 %4.8 *1.6 *0.9 *1.8
15229 yeargws—swe—- 777 100.0 12.5] *4.9| 51.6| 11.2 %*1.2 9.9 *2.3 *0.6 %2.4 0.8 %2.5
30-44 yearg—-memmm—— 750 100.0 27.1 1.5 21.8| 9.7 *1.3 9.5 *7.0 9.2 %*0.8 *0.9 *1.1
White
15-44 years---- 1,275 100.0 19.0 8.9{ 36.1| 9.6 *1.5 10.31 *5.1 *4,9 *1.8 *0.7 %*2.1
1529 years-~-—wwen~- 652 100.0 13.2 *5.0( 49.3] 11l.2 *l.4 10.6| *2.7 - *2.9 *0.8 %*2.9
30-44 yearge-memnwn 623 100.0 25.0 13.0{ 22.3| %7.9 *1.5 *9.9| %7.6 *10.1 %0.8 *#0.6 *1.3
Negro
15-44 years-«-=- 224 100.0 25.9 *1.1| 46.8{ 14.9 %0.2 *5,3| *2.4 *0.4 0.5 *1.9 %*0.5
15-29 years=e—---w= 105 100.0 *10.,3 *0.4( 76.0] *8.7 *0.5 *2.11 *0.4 - - 1.1 *0.6
30-44 yearge==-=-== 119 100.0 39.8 #1,6} 21.0} 20.3 - 8.2| %4.,2 *0.8 *0.9 *2.7 %0.4
150-199 PERCENT
POVERTY INCOME
All Races
15-44 years-- 2,227 100.0 14.4 8.71{ 37.4( 11.9 *1.9 11.3 .5 *1.7 *2.1 *1.3
15-29 yearss~=we-w= 1,106 100.0 7.1 *5.6] 53.6| 13.6 *0.4 9.0 *4.6 *2.4 *1.9 %0.8 *0.9
30-44 yedrsew-=mwmm- 1,121 100.0 21.6 11.8| 21.3]| 10.2 *3.4 13.7| *4.4 7.1 *L.5 *3.4 *1.7
White
15-44 years---- 2,031 100.0 13.1 9.3] 36.5| 11,9 *2.1 12.1] *4.7 *5.2 *1.8 #*2.0 *1.3
15-29 years-------- 1,024 100.0 6.9 *6.,1j 51.9| 13.8 *0.4 9.5] *4.8 *2.6 2.0 *0.9 *1.0
30-44 years----=wm-n 1,007 100.0 19.4 12,5} 20.9| 10.0 *3.7 14.6| %4.,5 7.9 *L.6 %*3.1 *1.7
Negro
15-44 yearse--- 163 100.0 24.0 3,41 47.2{%10.9 %0.3 *4,6] *3.2 *0.4 *0.6 4.1 1.4
64 100.0 *12.1 -| 75.2] *6.3 %0.8 *2.5( %2.3 - *0.8 - -
100 100.0 31.6 5.6( 29.3|*13.8 - *5.9{ %3.7 0.6 *0.5 %6.8 2.2
200 PERCENT OR
MORE POVERTY
INCOME
All Races
15-44 years-~ 13,553 100.0 10. 12.2| 35.4{ 9.2 .0 4.7 5.2 4.0 2.3 0. 1.9
15-29 years—------- 5,954 100.0 4.5 5.4] 53.3] 12.3 2.9 10.5| 5.9 2.2 *1.2 *0.2 1.6
30-44 yearg---=---- 7,599 100.0 15.3 17.6] 21.4{ 6.7 4.8 18.1]| 4.6 5.5 3.2 *0.9 2.1
White
15-44 yearse--- 12,762 100.0 10.0 12.8| 35.0 .0 0 15.2) 5.1 4.0 2.4 *0.5 1.9
15-29 years-- - 5,554 100.0 4.3 5.7| 52.8] 12.0 3.0 11.1 6.0 2.1 *1.2 *0.1 .7
30-44 years-- - 7,208 100.0 4.4 18.3| 21L.3} 6.7 4.8 18.4| 4.3 5.5 3.3 *0.8 2.1
Negro
15-44 years~--- 680 100.0 20.3 *1.9( 42.2) 12.8 2 5.9 .1 *2.1 *1.0 *2.0 *1.9
15-29 years------== 362 100.0 7.3 *1.1| 59.8] 16.9 0.8 %3.21 %5.3 %2.8 %0.6 *1.7 #0.6
30-44 yearsees----- 318 100.0 35.1 *%2.8| 22.1| 8.2 *5.4 8.9 9.2 *1.3 *L.4 %*2.3 %3.3
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Number and percent distribution of currently married women 1l5-44 years of age by
contraceptive status, according to parity, race, and age: United States, 1973

Noncontraceptors
Number
Parity, race, wgien All Contra- Pregnant,
and age in women ceptors post- i Other
thousands Total P§§Z§?5g°r Sterile nonusers
pregnancy
0-1 PARITY Percent distribution
All Races
15-44 years=ew~e- 9,917 100.0 58.3 41.7 28.4 4.3 2.0
15«29 yearSemeemumeu- 7,426 100.0 63.7 36.3 29.6 *0.8 5.9
30=44 yearseewmanan=- 2,491 100.0 42.2 57.8 24.6 14.7 18.6
White
1544 yearse=wew= 9,010 100.0 59.4 40.6 28.4 3.9 8.4
15-29 yearseeesccaaa- 6,845 100.0 64,1 35.9 29.5 *0.9 5.6
30-44 yearseeeemewmcs 2,165 100.0 44 .4 55.6 24.8 13.6 17.3
Negro
15-44 yearseem=ve 756 100.0 48.8 51.2 26.7 8.1 16.5
15-29 yearse-acccmcaw 515 100.0 59.1 40.9 30.7 *0,7 9.5
30-44 yearse—-m=a=m==-= 241 100.0 26.6 73.4 18.2 23.8 31.4
2-4 PARITY
All Races
15«44 yearsmae= 14,199 100.0 77.0 23.0 6.5 8.5 .1
15-29 yearsweee=ee==- 4,467 100.0 8l.2 18.8 12.2 1.9 4.8
30-44 yearS=wmmmae=a- 9,732 100.0 75.0 25.0 3.8 11.5 9.6
White
15«44 yearSe-w-== 13,125 100.0 77.6 22.4 6.4 8.7 7.3
15-29 yearse=eeeaeea- 4,022 100.0 82.2 17.8 12.0 1.9 3.9
30-44 yearswemeeeac=a 9,102 100.0 75.5 24.5 3.9 11.7 8.8
Negro
1544 yearsee=w=a 936 100.0 68.4 31.6 7.8 6.2 17.7
1529 yearseeaceeees- 406 100.0 70.2 29.8 14.1 *2.4 13.3
30-44 yearSem=mmee=e« 530 100.0 66.9 33.1 *2.9 9.0 21.1
5 PARITY OR MORE
All Races
15-44 yearsew-- 2,531 100.0 72.5 27.5 3.1 14.3 10.1
15-29 yearSeeeememne- 147 100.0 64.9 35.1 *19.9 *4.1 *11.1
30-44 yearswemeaeeea- 2,383 100.0 73.0 27.0 *2.0 14.9 10.1
White
15-44 years=e=ve= 2,115 100.0 74.3 25.7 2.9 14.6 8.2
15-29 yearsw-ee-coeo- 96| 100.0 65.2 | %34.8 *26.1 %46 *4.1
3044 yearseemwecea-- 2,019 100.0 74.8 25.2 *1.8 15.0 8.4
Negro
15=44 yearSe=ee== 389 100.0 61.7 38.3. %4, 2 *12.7 21.3
15-29 yearse=e-weueea 42 100.0 56.6 43.4 *10.4 *3,7 %29.3
30~44 years-——mmmmou= 347 100.0 62.4 37.6 *3.5 13.8 20.4
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Table 12,
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Number and percent distribution

of currently married women

contraception used, according to parity, race, and age: United States, 1973

15-44 years of age using contraceptives by method of

Nurg‘zer Method of contraception
Parity, race, contra- ALl
anzi, age t:.jgg:::s 22;225; si:?ﬂi- stgiﬁi- Pill | IUD pgi:ém Condom| Foam| Rhythm gi:?:;l Douche | Other
zation zation
0-1 PARITY Percent distribution
All Races )
15-44 years-- 5,781 100.0 2.2 3.1] 56.8] 9.1 3.4 12.2] 6.3 2.7 1.8 *0.8 1.7
15-29 years---=~--- 4,730 100.0 0.6 *1.1] 63.3| 9.8 3.2 10.9( 5.6 2.3 *1,4 *0.6 | %1.3
30-44 years-----~-- 1,050 100.0 9.3 12,5 27.5| #5.7 5.2 18.3] 9.2 4,2 #*3.6 *1,9| *3.6
White
15-44 years---- 5,348 100.0 1.9 3.4| 56.4| 8.8 3.6 12.7) 6.4 2.5 1.7 %0.7 1.8
15-29 yearg-we=-~-=- 4,387 100.0 *0.6 *1.2] 63,0} 9.4 3.4 11.3] 5.8 2.3 1.3 *0.5| *l.4
30-44 year§----~--- 961 100.0 8.0 13.6 26.5] *6.1 *4.6 19.3| 9.2 %*3,5 *3,6 *2,0| *3.6
Negro
15-44 years---- 369 100.0 6.5 -| 64.0( 12.3 *1.5 *4,0| #3.9 *3.1 *L.7 *2,2| *0.9
15-29 years-------- 305 100.0 %#0.9 -1 69.2} 14.7 %1.8 %*3.9| *3.3 %*3.2 %*0.8 %2.2| %0,2
30-44 yearg-----~-- 64 100.0 33.1 -] 3%.5] #0.8 - *h, 61 *6.5 *3.0 #*5.9 *2,21 %42
2-4 PARITY
All Races
15-44 years-- 10,927 100.0 14.6 15.1| 28.0| 10.0 3.6 15.0| 4.6 4.4 2.4 0.7 1.7
15-29 yearg-~-----~~- 3,625 100.0 12.2 10.5| 41.7| 15.0 *1.5 8.9| 4.5 *1,7 *1.6 0.3 2.1
30-44 yearg------w~ 7,302 100.0 15.8 17.3] 21.2¢ 7.5 4.7 18.0( 4.7 5.7 2.8 *0.9 1.4
White
15-44 years---- 10,183 100.0 14.0 15.9] 27.1] 10.0 3.7 15.5| 4.5 4.5 2,6 *0.5 1.7
15-29 years- - 3,307 100.0 11.9 11.4) 40.0| 15.3 *1.5 9.41 4.6 *1,7 *1.8 *0,1 2.2
30-44 years--- 6,876 100.0 15.1 18.1] 20.9) 7.4 4.8 18.5| 4.4 5.8 2.9 *0.7 1.4
Negro
15-44 years-~-- 640 100.0 23.4 %2,2 42,0 10.9 *2.7 5.5| 6.8 *0.5 %0, 2 4.1 *1.6
15-29 years-------- 285 100.0 17.9 %0.21 59.9( 12.0 %0.8 %*2,2| %3.9 *0,2 *0,2 *2,1{ *0,8
30-44 years-------- 355 100.0 27.9 *3,91 27.5] 10.1 4,2 8.1] 9.2 *0.8 *0.3 *5,7 | %2.3
5 PARITY OR MORE
All Races
15-44 years-- 1,835 100.0 30.8 13.5| 19.0} 9.1 2,2 8.8 *3.,2 6.4 *1.5 *1.8| 3.7
15-29 years---~---~- 96 100.0 *29.7 *19,11%29,3| %6,2 *4, 7| . *5.4| *5,1 - - ~| %0.6
30-44 yearg--e--vw- 1,740 100.0 30.8 13.2] 18.4| 9.3 *2.0 9.0| *3,1 6.8 *1.6 *1.9| *3.9
white |
15-44 years---- 1,572 100.0 28.6 14.8| 19.2| 7.8 2.4 9.2] #3,4 7.1 *1.7 *L.8| *3.9
15-29 yearg--~--=--- 62 100.0 *35.1 %15.5 [%20.7| *6.8 *7,1 *7,.1) *7.7 - - - -
30-44 years----=--- 1,509 100.0 28.3 14.8( 19.1| 7.9 *2,2 9.3| *3.2 7.4 *L.8 *1,9 1 #4,1
Negro
15-44 years---- 240 100.0 45.8 %2,9] 17.6) 18.3 *1,2 *7.1) *2,1 *0.4 0,4 *1,5| %2,8
15-29 years- - 24 100.0 %26.8 *16,0|%4,6| *7.0 - *3.0 - - - - %2.5
30-44 years-—m~-w-- 216 100.0 47.9 *1.4| 14,6 19.5 *1.3 *7.6| %2.3 *0,4 *0.5 *1,7| *2.8
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Number and percent distribution of currently married women 15-44 years of age by

status, race, and age: United States, 1973

v

Noncontraceptors
Number
Labor force status, wgien All Contra- Pregnant,
race, and age in women ceptors post=- . Other
thousands Total Pzzgi?ﬁgor Sterile nonusers
pregnancy
IN LABOR FORCE Percent distribution
All Races
15-44 yearseee« 11,084 100.0 70.5 29.5 11.3 8.2 9.9
15=29 yearse-=easceca=n 4,950 100.0 73.6 26.4 18.5 *1.3 6.7
30-44 yearsemeemeece=- 6,134 100.0 68.0 32.0 5.5 13.8 12.6
White
1544 yeargeemema 9,829 100.0 71.9 28.1 11.2 8.1 8.8
15-29 years=~eeeceaaa- 4,443 100.0 74.2 25.8 18.5 *1.3 6.1
30-44 yearsmeeeeenaa - 5,387 100.0 70.0 30.0 5.3 13.7 11.1
Negro
15«44 yearsemaan- 1,128 100.0 61l.4 38.6 10.8 9.2 18.7
15«29 yearSeeeeccaca= 482 100.0 69.7 30.3 17.8 0,9 11.6
30~44 yearsemeameace- 646 100.0 55.1 44,9 5.6 15.3 24.0
NOT IN LABOR FORCE
All Races
15«44 yearsew-= 15,562 100.0 68.9 31.1 16.4 7.0 7.7
1529 yearseswemmeeaa 7,089 100.0 67.8 32.2 26.2 1.3 4.7
30-44 yearS=wmemeaae- 8,472 100.0 69.8 30.2 8.2 11.7 10.2
White
15-44 yearsem---n 14,419 100.0 69.6 30.4 16.3 7.0 7.1
15-29 yearswe=we cmme- 6,520 100.0 68.4 31.6 26.1 1.2 4.3
30-44 yearsevemmewce- 7,899 100.0 70.6 29.4 8.1 11.8 9.5
Negro
15-44 yearsemeaw= 953 100.0 58.4 41.6 17.8 6.8 17.0
15-29 yearge=we== mm—— 482 100.0 57.6 42.4 27.8 *2,2 12,3
30-44 yearsewmmwamana 471 100.0 59.1 40.9 7.5 11.5 21.9
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Table 14. Number and percent distribution of
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currently married women 15-44 years of age ‘using contraceptives by method of
contraception used, according to labor force status, race, and age: United States, 1973

K Numl;er Method of contraception
Labor foree | comera | AL |
and age t;iEEZnZS ceptors sgzgaﬁi— stz:gzig;';— Pill| IUD pg;aal-gm Condom | Foam | Rhythm g;z&;l Douche | Other
IN LABOR FORCE Percent distribution
All races
15-44 years-- 7,816 100.0 12.0 10.01] 40.6| 9.3 3.5 11.3] 4.7 3.4 2.2 *0.7 2.2
15-29 years==-=-=-= 3,642 100.0 3.5 3.5( 62,2 10.9 2.6 8.4 4.9 *1.3 %1,2 #0.2| *1.5
30-44 years---=-=-- 4,174 100.0 19.4 15.7 21.7| 8.0 4.3 13.9| 4.6 5.3 3.0 *1.2 2.9
White -

15-44 years--—-- 7,063 100.0 10.9 10.8} 40.5 9.0 3.7 12. .5 3.4 2.3 *0.5 2.3
15-29 years-—-w===== 3,295 100.0 3.0 3,8| 62.0| 10.5 2.7 9.1 4.9 *1.1 *1.3 - *1.6
30-44 years-m=-==== 3,769 100.0 17.8 17.0| 21.6| 7.7 4.5 14.6 | 4.2 5.5 3.2 *1.0 3.0

Negro
15-44 years---- 692 100.0 22.9 *1.5¢ 42.7| 13.1 *2.1 4.8 5.9 *1.8 *0.9 %2.6 | *1.6
Soiha Jeareliiii 30 BN B3| e Sae|inE) iR CRE|CRE| D) A3 WGl R
NOT INLABOR FORCE
All races
15-44 years-- 10,727 100.0 12.6 12.1} 32.8% 9.8 3.4 15,1 5.2 .5 2.1 0.9 1.6
15-29 years-------- 4,809 100.0 7.8 6.7] 47.1} 12.8 2.4 11.2| 5.4 2.6 1.7 *0.6 1.8
30-44 years--=----- 5,918 100.0 16.5 16.4| 21.2} 7.3 4.2 18.2| 5.1 6.0 2.4 1.2 1.5
White

15-44 years---- 10,039 100.0 12.1 12.6| 32.1| 9.7 3.5 15.51 5.3 .6 2.1 0.8 1.6
15-29 years=- - 4,462 100.0 7.6 7.01 46.1) 12.9 2.5 11.5| 5.6 2.6 1.7 %*0.5 1.9
30-44 years-- - 5,577 100.0 15.6 17.2} 20.8} 7.1 4.2 18.8| 5.1 6.1 2.5 *1.,0 1.5

Negro

15-44 years---- 556 100.0 22.4 %2,0( 45.1| 12.3 *1.9 6.1 #3.9 %0.6 *0,4 *3.6| *L.6
15-29 years-===---- 278 100.0 12.0 *1.5| 62.9| 11.9 *0.6 *4.5| %2,6 %*0.6 *0.4 *2.4| *0.6
30-44 years---==-~= 279 100.0 32.8 *2.4| 27.3% 12.7 3.3 *7.6| *5.3 *0.6 *0.4 *4,8 | *2.7

SYMBOLS
Data not availabl -
O R T o 110 [ ————
Quantity zer
Quantity more than 0 but less than 0.05--— 0.0
Figure does not meet standards of
reliability or precision *
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TECHNICAL NOTES

DESIGN OF THE SURVEY: The National Sur-
vey of Family Growth (NSFG), initiated in
1971, is designed to provide data on fertility,
family planning, and related aspects of maternal
and child health. Field work for Cycle I was
carried out by the National Opinion Research
Center in 1973 and early 1974 with September
13, 1973, as the midpoint of the interviewing.

A multistage probability sample of women
in the noninstitutional population of the conter-
minous United States was used. Approximately
33,000 households were screened to identify the
sample of women who would be eligible for the
NSFG, i.e., women between the ages of 15 to 44
years, inclusive, who were currently married or
previously married or who were never married
but had natural children presently living in the
household. In households with more than one
eligible woman, a random procedure was used to
select only one to be interviewed. Since the in-
terviews were always conducted with the sample
person, the term “respondent” is used through-
out this report as synonymous with sample per-
son. Interviews were completed for 8,856 Negro
women and for 5,941 women of other races. A
detailed description of the sample design will be
presented in a forthcoming report “Sample De-
sign, Estimation Procedures, and Variance Esti-
mation for a National Survey of Family
Growth.”

The interview was highly focused on the re-
spondents’ marital and pregnancy histories, on
their use of contraception and the planning
status of each pregnancy, on the respondents’
intentions regarding the number and spacing of
future births, on maternity and family planning
services, and on a broad range of social and
ecomonic characteristics. While the interviews
varied greatly in the time required for their com-
pletion, they averaged about 70 minutes. Quali-
ty control procedures were applied at all stages
of the survey. This included a verification of
listing completeness with unlisted dwelling units
being brought into the sample, a preliminary
field review of completed questionnaires for pos-
sible missing data or inaccurate administration, a
10-percent sample recheck of all households to
be screened in the survey, observation of inter-
views in the field, and an independent recoding
of a B-percent subsample of completed inter-
views.

RELIABILITY OF ESTIMATES: Since the sta-
tistics presented in this report are based on a
sample, they may differ somewhat from the fig-
ures that would have been obtained if a com-
plete census had been taken, using the same
questionnaires, instructions, interviewing person-
nel, and field procedures. This chance difference
between sample results and a complete count is
referred to as sampling error. In addition, the
results are also subject to nonsampling error due
to respondent misreporting, data processing mis-
takes, and nonresponse. It is very difficult, if not
impossible, to obtain accurate measures of non-
sampling errors. These types of error were kept
to a minimum by the quality control procedures
and other methods incorporated into the survey
design and administration. '

Sampling error, or the extent to which
samples may differ by chance from a complete
count, is measured by a statistic called the stand-
ard error of estimate. Approximate standard
errors for estimated numbers and percentages
from this survey are shown in tables I and II for
the total and white populations and in tables III
and IV for the Negro population.

The chances are about 68 out of 100 that an
estimate from the sample would differ from a
complete census by less than the standard error.
The chances are about 95 out of 100 that the
differences between the sample estimate and a
complete count would be less than twice the
standard error. The relative standard error is the
ratio of the standard error to the statistic being
estimated. In this report, numbers and percent-
ages which have a standard error that is more

Table |. Approximate standard errors for estimated numbers for
white and total women: 1973 National Survey of Family
Growth

Relative
Size of Estimate standard Standard
error error
50,000 .........c.oiat 30.0 15,000
100,000 ................. 21.2 21,000
200,000 ...............-. 15.0 30,000
500,000 ................. 9.5 47,000
1000000, ............... 6.7 67,000
2,000,000,............... 4.8 95,000
5,000,000................ 3.0 151,000
10,000,000............... 2.2 216,000
20,000,000............... 1.5 311,000
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Table Il. Approximate standard errors for estimated percentages expressed in percentage points for white and total women: 1973
National Survey of Family Growth

Estimated percentage
Base of
percentage 2or 5 or 10 or 20 or 30 or 40 or 50
98 95 90 80 70 60
100,000 ... it 3.0 4.6 6.4 8.5 9.7 10.4 10.6
500,000 .........c.i i 1.3 2.1 28 3.8 4.3 4.6 4.7
1,000,000 . . coviinina e 0.9 1.5 2.0 2.7 3.1 3.3 3.3
3000000.......000 0., 0.5 0.8 1.2 1.5 1.8 1.9 1.9
5000000 .......000ereeeinnnnnns 0.4 0.6 0.9] 1.2 1.4 1.5 1.5
7000000 ........000iiiii i 0.3 0.5 0.8 1.0 1.2 1.2 1.3
10,000,000 .. .......cvviiiinnens 0.3 0.5 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.0 1.1
Table Iif. Approximate standard errors for estimated numbers statistically significant. Simﬂarly’ terms such as
for Negro women: 1973 National Survey of Family Growth « 99" cc 3 < 3 < se .
greater,” “less,” “larger,” “smaller,” etc., in-
. dicate that the observed differences are statis-
Relative . e epe . .
Size of Estimate standard St:;‘ii:rd tically significant. The normal deviate test with a
error .05 level of significance was used to test all com-
parisons which are discussed in the text. A statis-
25,000 o\ttt 25.3 6,000 tically significant difference is one large enough
?8&?880 .................. 1;57” 2,888 that in repeated samples of the same size and
000 . ) 13, : .
150.000 . 103 16,000 type as this one, such a lftrge difference would
250,000 ..., 8.0 20,000 be expected to be found in less than 5 percent
350,000 ...............ns 6.8 24,000 of the samples. Lack of comment in the text
?gg’ggg """"""""" 2.7, gg’ggg between any two statistics does not mean the
1,000,000 + v, 4.0 40,000 difference was tested and found not to be signif-
, icant.

than 25 percent of the estimate itself are consid-
ered ‘“‘unreliable.” They are marked with an
asterisk to caution the user but may be com-
bined to make other types of comparisons of
greater precision.

In this report, terms such as “similar” and
“the same” mean that any observed difference
between two estimates being compared is not

DEFINITION OF TERMS:

Contraceptive status.—The classification by
contraceptive status is derived from several
topics covered in the questionnaire including
pregnancy status, fecundity, current use or non-
use of contraception, and specific contraceptive
methods being used. A first broad division is

Table I1V. Approximate standard errors for estimated percentages expressed in percentage points for Negro women: 1973 National
Survey of Family Growth

Estimated percentage
Base of
percentage 2or 5 or 10 or 20 or 30 or 40 or 50
28 95 90 80 70 60
BO00 ... e 7.9 12.3 17.0 22.6 25.9 27.7 28.3
10,000 ... .. e e 5.6 8.7 12.0 16.0 18.3 19.6 20.0
BO000 . ... i e 25 3.9 54 7.1 8.2 8.8 8.9
100,000 ... ... .. i, 1.8 2.7 38 5.1 5.8 6.2 6.3
300000 ........ .0 1.0 1.6 2.2 29 3.3 3.6 3.6
500000 ....... .00y 0.8 1.2 1.7 2.3 2.6 28 2.8
700,000 ... ... e 0.7 1.0 1.4 1.9 2.2 2.3 2.4
1,000,000 ......... .. ., 0.6 0.9 1.2 1.6 1.8 2.0 2.0
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made between noncontraceptors and contracep-
tors, each of which is further subclassified.

Noncontraceptive status is classified as:

1. Pregnant.—A women (or couple) was
classed as pregnant if she replied affirm-
atively to the question “Are you preg-
nant now?” or for those in doubt, “Do
you think you probably are pregnant or
not?” A woman who reported that the
onset of her last menstrual period was
within the last 30 days prior to the inter-
view was automatically considered not
pregnant.

2. Seeking pregnancy.—A woman (or couple)
was classified as seeking pregnancy if she
reported she was not using a method at
the time of interview because she wanted
to become pregnant.

3. Postpartum.—A woman (or couple) was
classified as postpartum if she reported
she was not currently using a method,
was not seeking a pregnancy, and her last
pregnancy had terminated within 2
months before the date she was inter-
viewed.

4. Sterile.—A woman (or couple) was classi-
fied as noncontraceptively sterile if she
reported that it was impossible for her to
have another baby for any of the follow-
ing reasons: menopause, sterility due to
accident, illness, or congenital causes, or
a sterilizing operation performed on the
wife or the husband entirely for reasons
other than preventing future children.

5. Other nonusers.—Women (or couples)
who reported they were currently using
no contraceptive method and could not
be classified in any of the preceding cate-
gories of noncontraceptors were classi-
fied here. Among these are women who
were indifferent to the chances of preg-
nancy, had a very low risk of pregnancy
due to some fecundity impairment, or
objected to contraceptive methods for
personal or religious reasons. Women
who used the douche following inter-
course, but who did not report this as a
method of contraception, were also
classified here although such douching
practice is known to have a very modest
contraceptive effect when done very
soon after intercourse.

GPO 909.122

Contraceptive status is classified as:

1. Sterile.—A woman (or couple) was class-
ified as contraceptively sterile if she or
her husband had had a sterilizing oper-
ation that was done “at least partly so
that (they) would not have any more
children.” Surgical sterilizations for con-
traceptive reasons are further classified
according to female and male operations.

2. Method usefs.—A woman (or cotple)
who reported use of a contraceptive

* method at the date of interview was
classified according to the specific
method used. Methods used by extreme-
ly small proportions of the population
such as jelly, cream suppositories, or ab-
stinence, not in combination with any
other methods, were grouped in the cate-
gory ‘““Other.” Where more than one
method was reported in current use, the
method generally considered the most ef-
fective was used for classification pur-
poses. The contraceptive pill, the intra-
uterine device (IUD), and contraceptive
sterilization were developed, or achieved
prominence, since 1960 and are referred
to as the modern methods, while those
prominent before 1960 are referred to as
traditional methods.

Age.—~In this report, age is classified by the
age of the respondent at her last birthday before
the date of interview.

Race. —Classification by race, based on inter-
viewer observation, was reported as Negro,
white, or other. Race refers to the race of the
woman interviewed.

Spanish orgin.—A respondent was classified
as being of Spanish origin if she reported her
origin or descent as Mexicano, Chicano, Mexican
American, Puerto Rican, Cuban, or other Span-
ish. -

Labor Force Status.—A woman is categor-
ized as being in the labor force if she was work-
ing full time or part time, had a job but was not
at work because of temporary illness, vacation,
or a strike, or if she was unemployed, laid off, or
looking for work.

Pouverty level.—The poverty index ratio was
calculated by dividing the total family income
by the weighted average threshold income of
nonfarm residence, head under 65, based on the
poverty levels shown in the U.S. Bureau of the
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Census, Current Population Reports, Series P-60,
No. 98, “Characteristics of the Low-Income
Population, 1973,” table A-3. This definition
takes into account the sex of the family head
and the number of persons in the family. Total
family income includes income from all sources
for all members of the respondent’s family.

Region.—Region refers to the part of the
country where the respondent was living at the
time of the survey according to the definition of
the U.S. Bureau of the Census. .

Parity.—Parity refers to the number of live
births the respondent has had.

Marital Status.—Persons are classified by
marital status as married, widowed, divorced,
separated, or never married. Married persons in-
clude those who report themselves as married or
as informally married, such as living with a part-
ner or common-law spouse. Persons who are
temporarily separated for reasons other than
marital discord, such as vacation, illness, or
Armed Forces, are classified as married. Di-
vorced persons are those whose most recent mar-
riage was legally dissolved and who are free to
remarry. The annulled, while having the legal
status of never having been married, are classi-
fied together with the divorced. The category
“separated” includes those who are legally or
informally separated from their most recent
spouse due to marital discord. The “never mar-
ried” include those who have never had a formal
marriage and do not consider themselves in any
of the preceding categories. However, in the -
NSFG, single women with children of their own
in the household were included and are sepa-
rately classified. All tables in this report are
based upon currently married women or those
whose marital status at the time of the interview
was “married.”
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