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Abstract in this report show the patterns in teenage

Objectives—This report presents teenage birth rates by State for 1990-94. Rg rtg rates by State _and the e_xtent to

) ; ich the recent national declines are

for the United States for 1970-94 are shown to put the State changes in perspeclive. . .

. . . shared by all States. Teenage childbearing

U.S. rates for 1990-94 are shown by race and Hispanic origin of mother andcgr inues to be an important social issue
teenage subgroups 15-17 and 18-19 years as well as for teenagers 15-19 years. fso P

presented in the same detail are birth rates by mother's State of residence for mofﬂtejfse Satrueduransor:vl?k:g/ ovtvc:\ Lheatggg:};lge

and birth rates for teenage subgroups by State for 1990-94. ducated and more likely to face lifetime
Methods—Descriptive tabulations of birth rates for teenagers for the United Sta?%sv ert

and by State are presented and explained. P Altﬁough birth rates for teenagers
Results—After increasing from 1990 to 1991, birth rates declined for Americanere substantially higher in the early

teenagers during the years 1991-94; rates fell 3 percent each for teenagers 15_]\?9?8% than in recent years, most teenag-

18-19 years. Preliminary data indicate that the birth rate for teenagers 15-19 yer%rsivin birth in the earlie} eriod were

continued to decline in 1995, with a total decline of about 8 percent during fhe 9 d 9 h . P L

1991-95 period. The largest declines were reported for black teenagers, with sn{z:a:rtrrr'feée\;lvﬂ ereas most ‘eenagers giving
. . . . ; . y are unmarried.

declines measured for non-Hispanic white teenagers. Rates for Hispanic teenager. he birth rate for married teenagers

ggteeassed slightly. Declines from 1991 to 1994 were reported for the majority of waes about 13 percent lower in 1994 than

in 1970 (388 per 1,000 married women
aged 15-19 compared with 444). More-
over, the proportion of 15-19-year-olds
who were married was less than 5 percent
Introduction teenagers. Rates have declined steadiily 1994 compared with 14 percent in 1970.
for black teenagers and for teenage subin contrast to the change in childbearing

This report presents national andgroups 15-17 and 18-19 years; rates fdsy married teenagers, the rate for unmar-
State-level data on teenage birth rates farhite teenagers have generally declineded teenagers has risen virtually without
1990-94. The early 1990's have witnessedhile changes in rates for Hispanic teeninterruption, although the pace of increase
a slow but steady decline in birth rates foragers have been less consistent. The datas slowed considerably since 1991. For
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unmarried teenagers 15-19 years, the raRopulation data for computing birth rategeenage birth rate declined again in 1995
doubled from 22 births per 1,000 in 1970were provided by the U.S. Bureau of theto 56.9 per 1,000, 3 percent lower than in
to 46 in 1994. The rate for younger teen€ensus (3,4). Tables showing data by994 (5).
aged 15-17 years rose from 17 to 32 peBtate provide information for the 50 States  The birth rate for teenagers aged
1,000, while the rate for older teens rosand the District of Columbia. Rates arel8-19 years was 91.5 in 1994, more than
from 33 to 70 per 1,000 unmarried womemot shown for Puerto Rico, the Virgintwice the rate for teenagers 15-17 years
aged 18-19 years. As a consequence tflands, and Guam, because the populatiq87.6). The trend in the birth rates for
these trends in marriage and childbearindata by age needed to compute teenageenagers 15-17 years and teenagers
among teenagers, the proportion of albirth rates are not available for thesel8-19 years had essentially the same
teenaged births occurring to unmarriedireas. State rates are based on mothepattern during the 1970-94 period, but
teenagers has risen dramatically duringlace of residence. the disparity between the rates for the two
this period. For teenagers 15-19 years, All tabulations are by race and His-age groups diminished somewhat because
the proportion rose from 30 percent inpanic origin of mother as reported on thehe rate for older teenagers in 1994 was
1970 to 76 percent in 1994 (shown inbirth certificate. Race and ethnicity differ-much lower than in 1970, while rates for
table A). The percent unmarried nearlyentials in rates for teenagers may reflegtounger teenagers were essentially the
doubled for young teenagers 15-17 yeawdifferences in income, education, accessame in 1970 and 1994.
and more than tripled for older teenager$o health care, and health care coverage. Table 2shows teenage birth rates for
18-19 years. Additional information on the computa- each year, 1990-94, for each State and
The vast majority of teenage child-tion of birth rates, population denomina-the District of Columbia. In 1994, birth
bearing is unintended. Data on teenagers, and statistical significance isrates for teenagers 15-19 years ranged
pregnancy trends (including informationpresented in th&echnical notes from a high of 114.7 in the District of
on induced abortions and fetal losses as Columbia to a low of 30.1 in New Hamp-
well as live births) in the 1990’s are more . . shire. In general, the 10 States with the
limited than are data on live births. TheReSUItS and discussion highest rates in 1994 were located in the
data in this report provide some informa-  There were 505,488 live births toSouth or West while the 10 States with
tion on the extent to which efforts toteenagers 15-19 years in 1994 resultinthe lowest rates were in the Northeast and
reduce teenage pregnancy are succeeding.a birth rate of 58.9 per 1,000 womenMidwest (igure 9. The same regional
State-level birth rates for unmarriedaged 15-19 yearsable J). The birth rate variation in birth rates was also evident
teenagers can be computed only in censtisr teenagers fell steadily from 1970 (68.3)or the more detailed age groups of 15-17
years when the necessary population data 1976 (52.8), a 22-percent decline, flucand 18-19 years.
are available. Rates for unmarried teenaguated modestly over the next 10 years The majority of States had lower
ers by State have been published for 198@aching a low of 50.2 in 1986, increasedirth rates for teenagers in 1994 than in
and 1990 (1-2). In addition, rates forconsiderably—by 24 percent— from 19861991, the year with the recent high point.
teenagers under 15 years of age are ntw 1991 (62.1) and then declined steadilyfhe State with the largest decline was
shown in this report because the numberfsom 1991 to 1994, by 5 percent overallMaine (18 percent), followed by Vermont
of births are relatively small, 12,901 forto its current level table 1andfigure 7). and Alaska (16 percent), |daho (14 per-
the entire United States in 1994. ThusPreliminary data indicate that the U.Scent), and Montana (12 percent). About
the numbers are too small to compute
reliable rates for many States.

Methods 200

Data shown in this report are basec 160
on 100 percent of the birth certificates 120
registered in all States and the District o <
Columbia. More than 99 percent of births | & 18-19 years /\
occurring in this country are registered [ > 80 — —

8 [~~~
Table A. Percent of teen births to ; = — ~ — - T =
unmarried teenagers o - =~ =—— — 15-19years
15-19 15-17 18-19 E 40 — — =

Year years years years ~ e ~e— . . /15_17 years
1994. . ... ... 76 84 70
1990. .. ... .. 67 78 61
1985. ....... 58 71 51 20 1 1 L1 1 1 L1 1 1 1 L1 1 1 L1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
1332: o 22 fi,i ;‘8 1970 1975 1980 1985 1990 1994
1970. . ... ... 30 43 22

Figure 1. Birth rates for teenagers, by age: United States, 1970-94
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Figure 2. Teenage birth rates by State, 1994

half of the States had declines of betweeper 1,000. The rate for non-Hispanic whiteand Hispanic subgroups have been noted
5 and 11 percent while the teenage birtheenagers declined 7 percent, from 43.for several years (1,2,7).
rate for 13 States and the District ofto 40.4 per 1,000, and the rate for His-  With few exceptions, birth rates for
Columbia was not significantly different panic teenagers rose 1 percent, from 106téenagers 18—19 years were at least double
in 1994 than in 1991figure 3. In general, to 107.7. The disparity between the rate¢he rates for younger teenagers 15-17
many States with the lowest rates in 1994or non-Hispanic white teenagers and thgears. This pattern was observed for all
experienced the largest declines. For theates for black and Hispanic teenagersaces combined as well as for racial and
more detailed age groups 15-17 anwvas observed for both 15-17 year old$lispanic origin subgroups. In the age
18-19 years, the majority of States haénd 18-19 year oldstgble 3 and fig- group 15-17 years, rates were higher for
declines in rates for both age groups foure 4. black and Hispanic teenagers than for
the 1991-94 period tédble 9. Many The pattern of lower birth rates for non-Hispanic white teenagers. Among the
changes in rates for detailed age groupsion-Hispanic white than for black andareas for which birth rates could be reli-
especially 15-17 years, are not statistiHispanic teenagers was evident in almosibly computed for black teenagers 15-17
cally significant because the numbers oévery State in which there were sufficientyears, rates were highest in the District of
births are small. data to compute birth rates for all groupLolumbia, Illinois, and Wisconsin
Birth rates for black and Hispanic (table 4. The birth rate for non-Hispanic (105-107 per 1,000 women) and lowest
teenagers 15-19 years were very similawhite teenagers 15-19 years variedh New Mexico, New York, and Washing-
104.5 and 107.7, respectively, and werbetween 63.1 in Arkansas and 15.3 in théon (51-52 per 1,000). Birth rates for
about two and a half times the rate foDistrict of Columbia; the rate for black Hispanic teenagers 15-17 years were com-
non-Hispanic white teenagers, 40.4eenagers varied between 142.3 in Wisputed for 35 States. Rates were highest in
(table 3. This pattern has been observedonsin and 66.4 in New Mexico; the rateConnecticut and Massachusetts (101 per
for many years (2,6). The rate for blackfor Hispanic teenagers varied betweer,000) and lowest in Louisiana and Mary-
teenagers fell sharply during the 1991-9459.6 in North Carolina and 49.3 in Loui-land (28-34 per 1,000). Birth rates for
period, by 10 percent, from 115.5 to 104.5iana. These relationships within raciahon-Hispanic white teenagers 15-17 years
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. 10.0 percent or more Less than 5.0 percent

8.0-9.9 percent

5.0-7.9 percent

No significant change

Figure 3. Percent decline in teenage birth rates by State, 1991-94

were substantially lower than for black orAlabama, Arkansas, Kentucky, and Mis-Hawaii and New Jersey (8—10 per 1,000).
Hispanic teenagers; rates were highest isissippi (35-37 per 1,000) and lowest in  Patterns were similar for older teen-
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Figure 4. Birth rates by race and ethnicity for mothers 15-17 and 18-19 years of age:

United States, 1994

agers; rates were higher for Hispanic and
black teenagers than for non-Hispanic
white teenagers. Among the 31 States for
which birth rates for Hispanic teenagers
were computed, rates ranged from 80 to
100 per 1,000 women aged 18-19 years
in Florida and Louisiana to 234-275 per
1,000 in Georgia and North Carolina. The
variation in rates for black teenagers
18-19 years was narrower, with a range
of 105 per 1,000 in New York to 193—-200
per 1,000 in lllinois and Wisconsin. Rates
were substantially lower for non-
Hispanic white teenagers 18-19 years,
ranging from 29 to 33 per 1,000 (New
Jersey and Connecticut) to 98-101
(Arkansas, Kentucky, and Tennessee).
Some of the differences in overall
rates by State reflect differences in the
composition of the teenage populations
by race and Hispanic origin. Given that
birth rates for Hispanic and black
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teenagers are more than double the ratésgher than they were two decades earlie?.
for non-Hispanic white teenagers, Stateffigure 1). Despite the drop in the rate for
with relatively high proportions of His- teenagers 15-17 years, the number of
panic and/or black teenagers in their popubirths for this age group increased by
lations would be expected to have higheR percent in 1994, a reflection of the3:
overall teenage birth rates. This is in facB-percent increase in the number of teen-
the case. Birth rates standardized for difagers from 1993 to 1994 (3). Population
ferences in population composition byprojections show that the number of
race and ethnicity control for these comwomen in this age group will continue to
positional differencestéble §. The stan- rise over the next several years (8). Thus
dard population used was the distributiowithout larger declines in the birth rate
of all U.S. teenagers by race and Hispanifor this age group, the number of births to
origin (seeTechnical notes young teenagers can be expected to con-
For example, the standardized teentinue to increase.
age birth rate for California for 1994 was  The number of births to older teen-g
56.5, considerably below the actual ratagers 18-19 years changed very little
of 71.3. This difference results from thebetween 1993 and 1994, because the
relatively lower proportion of Hispanics 1-percent decline in the birthate was
in the U.S. population compared with thematched by a 1-percent increase in the
California population. The most dramaticnumber of womein that age group (1).
example of the compositional effect wasThe number of teenagers 18-19 years &
for the District of Columbia. The projected to continue to increase over the
standardized rate, 43.9, was well belowext several years (8). In order for the
the actual rate of 114.7, reflecting thenumber of births to decline, the birth rate
much lower proportion of black womenwill have to decline further to compen-
in the U.S. population compared with thesate for the increasing number of women’’
District of Columbia. For many States, The rates in this report can be useful
the standardized rate was often highen assessing the extent to which programs
than the actual rate. An example is Minto reduce teenage preghancy are succeeéi-
nesota, with a standardized rate of 54.;vg. Comprehensive assessment, how-
compared with the actual rate of 34.4ever, requires that data on legal induced
Compared with the U.S. teenage populaabortion and fetal loss be combined with
tion, Minnesota has substantially fewethe live-birth data to produce teenage
Hispanic and black teenagers. pregnancy rates. State-level pregnancy
When State rates are examined sepaates have been published for 1990-93.
rately by race and Hispanic origin, certain(7,9). For the period 1991-92, State teen-
geographic patterns emerge. For examplage pregnancy rates declined signifi-
15 of the 17 highest rates for non-Hispanicantly, by 2 to 15 percent, in 31 of the 42
white teenagers were generally in theeporting areas for which age-specific
South. Conversely, 16 of the 18 lowestbortion data were available. The U.S.

rates were in the Northeast, Middle Atlan+ate for women aged 15-19 years decline&0-

tic, and Midwest. Of the 15 highest rates3 percent from 1991 to 1992, from 115.0
for black teenagers, 13 were in the Middlepregnancies per 1,000 women aged 15-19
Atlantic and Midwest States. There wasyears to 111.1 per 1,000 (10-13). More
no consistent pattern in the States witlecently, preliminary abortion statistics
the lowest rates for black teenagersindicate a continued decline in abortions

Although the Hispanic population isand abortion rates for teenagers (14). Thig;

highly concentrated geographically, withcoupled with the declines in teenage birth

more than 60 percent of all birthsrates in 1993 and 1994 suggest that the
occurring to residents of California anddeclines in teenage pregnancy rates have
Texas, birth rates for Hispanic teenagersontinued.

for those States were not among the

highest. There was no apparent pattern i&eferences 12.
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Table 1. Births and birth rates for teenagers 15-19 years, by age and race of mother: United States, 1970-94

[Birth rates per 1,000 women in specified group]

All races* White Black
15-17 18-19 15-17 18-19 15-17 18-19
Year Total years years Total years years Total years years

Number of births

1994. .. ... ..., 505,488 195,169 310,319 348,081 126,388 221,693 140,968 62,563 78,405
1993. .. ... 501,093 190,535 310,558 341,817 121,309 220,508 143,153 63,156 79,997
1992. ... ... 505,415 187,549 317,866 342,739 118,786 223,953 146,800 63,002 83,798
1991. . ... ... 519,577 188,226 331,351 352,359 118,809 233,550 150,956 63,571 87,385
1990. . .. ... 521,826 183,327 338,499 354,482 114,934 239,548 151,613 62,881 88,732
1989. . ... ... ... ... 506,503 181,044 325,459 340,472 111,736 228,736 150,699 63,832 86,867
1988. . ... ... 478,353 176,624 301,729 323,830 109,739 214,091 140,608 61,856 78,752
1987. . ... oo 462,312 172,591 289,721 315,464 108,592 206,872 134,050 59,361 74,689
1986. . . ..o 461,905 168,572 293,333 317,970 107,177 210,793 131,594 57,003 74,591
1985. . . ... 467,485 167,789 299,696 324,590 107,993 216,597 130,857 55,656 75,201
1984. . .. ... 469,582 166,744 302,938 326,301 106,782 219,519 131,497 55,932 75,565
1983. . ... 489,286 172,673 316,613 343,199 111,163 232,036 133,953 57,332 76,621
1982. . . .. 513,758 181,162 332,596 363,742 117,644 246,098 137,456 59,362 78,094
1981. . ..o 527,392 187,397 339,995 375,432 122,561 252,871 140,344 60,944 79,400
1980. .. ... . 552,161 198,222 353,939 393,564 129,341 264,223 147,378 65,069 82,309
1979. . ..o 549,472 200,137 349,335 383,807 127,970 255,837 152,805 67,728 85,077
1978. . . .o 543,407 202,661 340,746 380,060 130,957 249,103 151,001 67,317 83,684
1977 . . oo oo 559,154 213,788 345,366 392,183 138,223 253,960 155,190 71,182 84,008
1976. . .o oo 558,744 215,493 343,251 393,275 139,901 253,374 153,936 71,429 82,507
1975. .. . ..o 582,238 227,270 354,968 410,129 148,344 261,785 161,044 74,946 86,098
1974 . ... 595,449 234,177 361,272 420,152 152,257 267,895 164,430 77,947 86,483
1973, ..o 604,096 238,403 365,693 424,833 153,416 271,417 168,773 81,158 87,615
1972 ..o 616,280 236,641 379,639 433,986 150,897 283,089 172,349 82,217 90,132
1971, ..o oo 627,942 226,298 401,644 446,726 143,806 302,920 171,684 79,238 92,446
1970. . . . ..o 644,708 223,590 421,118 463,608 143,646 319,962 171,826 76,882 94,944
Birth rate
1994. ... ... 58.9 37.6 915 51.1 30.7 82.1 104.5 76.3 148.3
1993. . . ... 59.6 37.8 92.1 51.1 30.3 82.1 108.6 79.8 151.9
1992, ... ... 60.7 37.8 94.5 51.8 30.1 83.8 112.4 81.3 157.9
1991. .. ... ... 62.1 38.7 94.4 52.8 30.7 83.5 1155 84.1 158.6
1990. . ... 59.9 37.5 88.6 50.8 29.5 78.0 112.8 82.3 152.9
1989. ... ... ... ... 57.3 36.4 84.2 47.9 28.1 72.9 111.5 819 151.9
1988. . . ... 53.0 33.6 79.9 44.4 26.0 69.6 102.7 75.7 142.7
1987. . ..o 50.6 317 78.5 425 24.6 68.9 97.6 72.1 135.8
1986. . . . o oo 50.2 30.5 79.6 42.3 23.8 70.1 95.8 69.3 135.1
1985. . . ... 51.0 31.0 79.6 43.3 24.4 70.4 95.4 69.3 132.4
1984. ... ... ... 50.6 31.0 77.4 42.9 24.3 68.4 94.1 69.2 128.1
1983. . . ..o 51.4 318 77.4 43.9 25.0 68.8 93.9 69.6 127.1
1982. ... ... .. 52.4 32.3 79.4 45.0 255 70.8 94.3 69.7 128.9
1981. .. ..o 52.2 32.0 80.0 44.9 25.4 715 94.5 69.3 131.0
1980. . . . oo 53.0 325 82.1 454 255 73.2 97.8 72.5 135.1
1979. .. . ... 52.3 32.3 81.3 43.7 24.7 71.0 101.7 75.7 140.4
1978. . .o oo 51.5 32.2 79.8 42.9 24.9 69.4 100.9 75.0 139.7
1977 .. oo oo 52.8 33.9 80.9 44.1 26.1 70.5 104.7 79.6 142.9
1976. . . o oo oo 52.8 34.1 80.5 44.1 26.3 70.2 104.9 80.3 142.5
1975. . . ..o oo 55.6 36.1 85.0 46.4 28.0 74.0 111.8 85.6 152.4
1974, ... ... 57.5 37.3 88.7 47.9 28.7 77.3 116.5 90.0 158.7
1973, .o oo 59.3 38.5 91.2 49.0 29.2 79.3 123.1 96.0 166.6
1972. .. .. o 61.7 39.0 96.9 51.0 29.3 84.3 129.8 99.5 179.5
1971, ..o oo 64.5 38.2 105.3 53.6 28.5 92.3 134.5 99.4 192.6
1970. . . . oo 68.3 38.8 114.7 57.4 29.2 101.5 140.7 101.4 204.9

Lincludes races other than white and black.

NOTE: Figures for 1970-79 are by race of child. See Technical notes.
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Table 2. Birth rates for teenagers 15-19 years by age: United States and each State, 1990-94

[Rates per 1,000 women in specified group]

15-19 years 15-17 years 18-19 years

State 1994 1993 1992 1991 1990 1994 1993 1992 1991 1990 1994 1993 1992 1991 1990
United States . . . ... .. 589 596 607 621 599 376 378 378 387 375 915 921 945 944 886
Alabama ... ........ 722 705 725 739 710 508 482 463 477 474 1034 1023 109.9 1095 101.4
Alaska. . ........... 552 568 639 654 653 323 334 345 353 312 900 91.6 1086 111.7 120.0
Afizona . .. ... ... ... 787 798 817 807 755 502 496 512 51.4 477 1235 1264 1283 122.6 1116
Arkansas . . .. ....... 763 739 755 798 801 488 459 468 494 504 1171 1147 1171 1228 1207
California . . . ... ... .. 713 727 740 747 706 455 464 461 469 446 1108 1123 1160 113.6 1043
Colorado . .. ........ 543 552 584 582 545 343 349 367 353 331 857 866 915 914 829
Connecticut. . . . ... ... 403 392 394 404 388 289 264 259 263 264 582 584 593 594 539
Delaware . . . .. ...... 60.2 597 596 611 545 446 392 438 403 384 829 894 820 871 714
District of Columbia. . . . . 114.7 1288 1161 1144 931 879 1021 88.6 1028 884 151.0 162.8 1481 1255  96.7
Florida. . . ... ov 64.4 648 663 688 691 424 421 422 440 449 983 986 101.6 1029 100.6
Georgia . . .. .. ... .. 717 730 745 763 755 485 489 484 506 501 107.4 1084 1116 1109 1085
Hawaii. . . .. ........ 535 530 535 587 612 317 207 315 347 325 836 850 831 915 1020
idaho .. ........... 466 507 517 539 506 270 294 285 203 263 764 832 878 908 848
MiNOiS . .« v vt 628 630 636 648 629 411 414 403 406 401 967 9.1 987 991 933
Indiana . . .. ........ 579 586 587 605 586 349 344 346 352 353 924 940 937 952 878
OWA . ..o ove e 397 411 408 426 405 227 231 210 228 204 665 693 723 715 657
Kansas . . .......... 535 557 557 554 561 303 310 303 204 304 901 943 956 941  89.9
Kentucky . . . .. ...... 645 640 647 689 676 397 396 388 426 408 1021 1002 1030 1055 103.0
Louisiana . . . .. ...... 747 761 765 761 742 513 526 524 51.1 495 109.6 1109 1122 1114  106.9
Maine . .. .......... 355 371 398 435 430 181 200 212 238 233 628 628 666 701 688
Maryland . . ... ...... 497 501 507 543 532 325 338 328 352 335 765 745 766 798 784
Massachusetts. . . . . . . . 372 379 380 378 351 237 236 247 252 237 573 581 560 529  47.0
Michigan . .. ........ 521 532 565 590 59.0 316 328 336 355 36.0 838 836 898 911 888
Minnesota . . ........ 344 350 360 373 363 198 204 206 207 199 579 578 600 614 576
Mississippi . . . .. .. ... 830 833 842 856 810 582 576 59.1 60.1 575 1202 1212 120.6 1204  111.0
Missouri. . . ... ... ... 500 598 632 645 628 354 366 382 387 393 962 952 100.8 100.7  93.0
Montana . . ......... 412 457 462 467 484 221 265 258 236 240 721 763 783 830 858
Nebraska . .. ........ 428 405 411 424 423 242 227 228 236 230 708 668 685 692 680
Nevada . ........... 736 734 714 753 733 466 449 427 439 425 1162 117.1 1139 1191 1151
New Hampshire . . . . . . . 301 307 313 333 330 145 147 1438 171 171 552 550 544 538 513
New Jersey. . .. ...... 393 381 392 416 405 256 251 244 263 244 606 57.6 610 629 624
New Mexico . . . . ... .. 774 811 803 798 782 517 536 515  50.0 469 1184 1237 1241 1244 1242
New York . . . .. ...... 458 457 453 460 436 298 298 290 291 275 701 694 693  69.0 634
North Carolina. . . . . . .. 663 66.8 695 705 67.6 435 429 438 462 449 1003 1014 1056 1017  94.4
North Dakota. . . . . . ... 346 368 373 356 354 154 176 178 181 156 655 674 683 624 623
Ohio. ... 550 568 580 605 57.9 337 348 349 362 343 874 892 915 938 881
Oklahoma. . . .. ...... 659 68.6 699 721 668 405 405 411 417 388 1049 1112 1133 1156 1043
oregon . . .......... 507 512 532 549 546 301 302 303 313 307 835 844 896 907  87.9
Pennsylvania. . . . ... .. 438 443 452 469 449 280 284 287 292 284 680 68.0 689 705  64.9
Rhode Island. . . . .. ... 477 498 475 454 439 322 335 207 301 316 715 735 721 636 557
South Carolina. . . . . . .. 665 660 703 729 713 457 436 458 480 47.0 969 978 1046 1054 1014
South Dakota . . . . . ... 428 443 483 475 468 230 249 269 263 239 741 747 819 792 787
Tennessee . . . ... .... 710 702 714 752 723 432 434 446 478 450 1135 1097 1095 1121  107.3
TeXas . ............ 776 781 789 789 753 518 513 511 504 480 1164 117.8 1202 1193 1122
Utah. . ... ... 427 445 463 482 485 249 257 261 270 263 704 740 784 798 787
vermont. . . .. ....... 330 352 356 392 340 165 170 173 213 195 587 628 620 620 496
Virginia ... 507 498 518 535 529 312 306 310 318 321 788 767 801 812 777
Washington. . . . ... ... 482 502 509 537 531 285 293 308 310 296 789 822 815 85 844
West Virginia. . . .. .. .. 543 556 560 578 573 325 335 324 324 330 870 882 907 932 899
Wisconsin. . . . .. ... .. 388 411 421 437 426 230 239 239 248 242 636 675 701 712  66.1
wyoming . . .. .. ... .. 482 496 496 542 563 249 269 248 264 297 864 8.0  89.8 986 981

NOTES: Rates for 1990-92 were previously published. 1991-92 (ages 15-19 only): CDC. “State-Specific Pregnancy and Birth Rates Among Teenagers—United States, 1991-1992.” MMWR

44(37):677-84. 1995. 1990: Clarke SC, Ventura SJ. Birth and Fertility Rates for States: United States, 1990. National Center for Health Statistics. Vital Health Stat 21(52). 1994.
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Table 3. Birth rates for teenagers 15-19 years by age, race, and Hispanic origin of mother: United States, 1990-94

[Rates per 1,000 women in specified group]

15-19 years 15-17 years 18-19 years
Non-Hispanic Non-Hispanic Non-Hispanic
Year Hispanic* White Black Hispanic* White Black Hispanic* White Black
1994. . . ... 107.7 40.4 104.5 74.0 22.8 76.3 158.0 67.4 148.3
1993. . . ... 106.8 40.7 108.6 717 22.7 79.8 159.1 67.7 151.9
19922 . ... ... ... ... 107.1 41.7 112.4 71.4 22.7 81.3 159.7 69.8 157.9
19912 ... ... ... .. 106.7 43.4 1155 70.6 23.6 84.1 158.5 70.5 158.6
1990% . ... ... ... ... 100.3 425 112.8 65.9 23.2 82.3 147.7 66.6 152.9

persons of Hispanic origin may be of any race; see Technical notes.

2Rates estimated for the United States; based on information for 49 States and the District of Columbia, which reported Hispanic origin on the birth certificate; information was not reported for New
Hampshire; see Technical notes.

SRates computed for the total of 48 States and the District of Columbia, which reported Hispanic origin on the birth certificate in 1990; this information was not reported by Oklahoma and New
Hampshire. See Technical notes.
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Table 4. Birth rates for teenagers 15-19 years by age and race/Hispanic origin: United States and each State, 1994

[Rates per 1,000 women in specified group]

15-19 years 15-17 years 18-19 years
White White White
All Non- All Non- All Non-
State races* Total Hispanic Black Hispanic> races' Total Hispanic Black Hispanic® races® Total Hispanic Black Hispanic?
United States . . . . . . 58.9 51.1 40.4 104.5 107.7 376 307 22.8 76.3 74.0 91.5 82.1 67.4 148.3 158.0
Alabama . ... ... .. 722 551 54.8 108.1 71.8 50.8 35.2 35.1 82.8 * 103.4 83.7 83.2 145.8 *
Alaska . ......... 55.2 445 43.4 79.3 * 323 2438 24.3 * * 90.0 74.0 71.9 * *
Arizona. . ........ 787 773 49.2 99.7 136.3 50.2 494 28.3 64.9 94.2 1235 120.9 82.0 154.3 201.2
Arkansas. . ... .... 76.3 64.1 63.1 120.2 118.4 488 37.6 37.2 88.2 * 117.1  102.9 101.1 169.3 *
California. . . . ... .. 713 76.6 38.1 89.2 118.4 455 4838 21.4 58.9 79.7 110.8 119.0 64.5 137.3 175.1
Colorado. . .. ..... 543 52.0 38.2 96.6 109.3 343 331 21.3 61.0 81.8 85.7 81.6 64.5 154.5 152.4
Connecticut . . . .. .. 40.3 33.0 20.1 93.6 125.0 289 229 11.7 72.2 101.4 58.2 48.6 33.1 128.9 162.9
Delaware. . . ... ... 60.2 43.0 38.4 115.4 * 446 295 26.2 92.2 * 82.9 62.6 56.1 150.6 *
District of Columbia . . 114.7 16.9 15.3 138.5 96.7 87.9 107 * 107.0 * 151.0 255 * 180.5 *
Florida . . ........ 64.4 515 46.9 113.1 68.2 42.4  31.0 27.0 84.0 46.5 98.3 825 77.4 159.3 99.9
Georgia. . . . ...... 71.7 541 51.5 106.9 133.8 485 325 31.3 79.4 68.4 107.4 86.6 81.9 150.6 233.7
Hawaii . ......... 535 33.0 29.8 * 107.7 317 135 9.5 * 70.1 83.6 59.4 57.8 * 160.6
Idaho . ... ....... 46.6 46.2 40.6 * 117.8 27.0 26.9 22.6 * 82.7 76.4 75.6 68.1 * 171.3
linois. . .. ....... 62.8 46.2 34.3 139.1 112.6 411 26.8 18.8 105.4 715 96.7 76.4 58.3 192.7 1755
Indiana. . . ....... 57.9 518 50.8 115.3 82.2 349 294 28.7 85.5 52.7 92.4 85.3 83.9 160.2 125.8
lowa. ........... 39.7 375 36.2 117.4 96.9 227 210 20.0 87.1 63.8 66.5 63.8 61.9 * *
Kansas. ......... 53.5 487 44.9 116.4 106.9 30.3 263 235 82.6 69.4 90.1 84.1 78.7 171.7 164.8
Kentucky. . .. ... .. 645 60.4 60.3 1135 * 39.7 356 35.6 85.7 * 102.1 97.6 97.5 159.0 *
Louisiana. . . ... ... 747 492 49.6 115.3 49.3 51.3 2838 29.1 86.7 27.9 109.6 79.3 79.9 158.8 80.3
Maine. ... ....... 35,5 350 35.0 * * 181 177 17.6 * * 62.8 62.1 62.1 * *
Maryland. . . ... ... 49.7 324 315 89.3 62.0 325 180 17.4 64.5 34.0 76.5 54.5 53.2 128.4 104.9
Massachusetts . . . . . 37.2 326 235 90.5 132.9 23.7 205 13.0 60.2 101.0 57.3 50.6 38.9 136.1 180.3
Michigan . . . . ... .. 52.1 39.7 37.8 110.2 85.3 316 219 20.4 78.1 58.2 83.8 67.6 64.9 158.9 127.2
Minnesota . . . .. ... 344 286 26.9 132.3 98.9 19.8 151 14.0 99.3 62.4 57.9 50.4 47.9 185.9 158.6
Mississippi. . . . .. .. 83.0 56.6 56.7 114.4 * 58.2 345 34.6 85.8 * 120.2 89.1 89.3 158.0 *
Missouri . . . ... ... 59.0 49.1 48.7 123.1 65.4 354 263 26.0 92.7 40.1 96.2 84.8 84.3 1711 106.0
Montana . . . ... ... 41.2 347 34.0 * * 221 180 17.5 * * 721 61.4 60.3 * *
Nebraska. . . ... ... 428 379 345 119.3 110.6 242 207 18.0 83.7 78.6 70.8 63.5 59.2 173.8 *
Nevada. . ........ 736 711 55.4 111.3 138.3 46.6  43.4 31.4 81.3 95.7 116.2 1147 93.4 159.0 204.5
New Hampshire . . . . 30.1 301 29.6 * * 145 143 13.9 * * 55.2 55.4 54.7 * *
New Jersey . . ... .. 393 272 16.5 99.7 81.1 256 16.0 8.2 71.8 55.7 60.6 44.2 29.2 144.0 120.3
New Mexico. . . . ... 774 76.2 437 66.4 102.4 51.7 51.7 245 50.6 74.1 118.4 115.0 745 * 146.6
New York. . .. ... .. 458 39.8 26.4 73.0 81.1 29.8 246 14.7 52.3 56.1 70.1 62.7 44.0 104.5 118.6
North Carolina . . . .. 66.3 523 50.0 98.5 159.6 435 308 29.5 72.5 87.3 100.3 84.3 80.4 137.9 275.1
North Dakota . . . . . . 346 29.2 28.7 * * 154 119 11.7 * * 65.5 57.0 56.0 * *
Ohio. . . ......... 55.0 46.1 45.2 116.1 83.6 337 263 25.6 83.3 54.2 87.4 76.1 74.9 167.5 129.2
Oklahoma . . . ... .. 65.9 59.0 57.1 105.5 87.1 405 345 33.1 73.3 58.0 104.9 96.0 93.5 157.1 132.0
Oregon. ......... 50.7 49.8 43.8 101.6 136.8 301 292 24.9 68.1 93.5 83.5 82.5 73.9 * 204.3
Pennsylvania . . . . .. 43.8 34.0 30.5 118.1 129.3 28.0 19.6 16.7 90.6 97.3 68.0 56.0 51.5 161.9 180.1
Rhode Island . . . . .. 47.7 413 31.7 120.4 136.8 322 271 20.2 87.9 98.4 715 63.0 49.2 * *
South Carolina . . . . . 66.5 50.3 49.9 92.1 68.4 457 31.0 30.9 68.4 * 96.9 78.3 77.6 127.0 *
South Dakota . . . . . . 428 33.0 32.3 * * 23.0 16.0 15.6 * * 74.1 59.7 58.4 * *
Tennessee. . ... ... 71.0 588 58.5 119.8 79.5 432 327 32.6 84.2 41.9 113.5 98.3 97.8 176.3 *
Texas........... 776 757 47.7 100.4 113.6 51.8 49.6 27.4 72.8 80.8 116.4 114.6 78.7 143.9 161.4
Utah. .. ......... 427 420 38.6 * 96.9 249 245 21.9 * 66.9 70.4 69.1 64.7 * 141.9
Vermont . . ....... 33.0 332 334 * * 16,5 16.5 16.5 * * 58.7 59.1 59.6 * *
Virginia. . .. ...... 50.7 40.7 38.8 87.9 79.4 312 231 21.8 59.7 50.1 78.8 65.7 62.9 129.9 122.2
Washington . . . .. .. 48.2 472 40.5 80.9 125.8 285 271 225 52.4 83.0 78.9 78.3 68.4 128.1 192.0
West Virginia . . . . .. 543 53.7 53.8 80.7 * 325 316 31.7 60.4 * 87.0 86.7 86.9 * *
Wisconsin . . . ... .. 38.8 288 26.5 142.3 92.6 23.0 152 135 105.7 66.8 63.6 50.1 47.0 199.7 131.3
Wyoming. . ... .. .. 48.2 47.6 45.4 * 74.9 249 241 22.2 * * 86.4 86.1 83.4 * *

* Figure does not meet standards of reliabilty or precision; based on fewer than 20 births or fewer than 1,000 women in specified group.
Lincludes races other than white and black.
2persons of Hispanic origin may be of any race.
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Table 5. Birth rates for teenagers 15-19 years—Actual and standardized: United States and each State, 1994
[Rates per 1,000 women aged 15-19 years]

Actual rate Standardized rate* Percent difference

United States. . . . ............ 58.9 58.9

Alabama. . .. ............... 72.2 63.6 -12.0
Alaska. ... ................ 55.2 55.4 0.2
Arizona . . ... ... 78.7 711 -9.7
Arkansas . .. ...... ... ... 76.3 78.0 2.3
California . . . ............... 713 56.5 -20.7
Colorado . ................. 54.3 56.9 4.8
Connecticut. . . . ............. 40.3 45.1 11.8
Delaware . ... .............. 60.2 62.7 4.2
District of Columbia. . . .. ....... 114.7 43.9 -61.7
Florida. .. ................. 64.4 59.2 -8.1
Georgia . . ... 71.7 68.9 -3.8
Hawaii . . .. ................ 53.5 44.6 -16.5
Idaho. . . ....... ... ... . ..., 46.6 55.1 18.3
llinois . . . ............ . .... 62.8 59.3 -5.6
Indiana. . . ................. 57.9 63.2 9.1
lowa . . ... ... 39.7 57.0 43.8
Kansas . .................. 53.5 63.7 19.1
Kentucky . . ................ 64.5 67.5 4.7
Louisiana . . . . ......... ... .. 74.7 58.9 -21.1
Maine .. ............ .. .... 35.5 42.1 18.4
Maryland . .. ............... 49.7 42.9 -13.7
Massachusetts. . . . ........... 37.2 47.8 28.5
Michigan. . . . ............... 52.1 54.8 53
Minnesota. . . .. ............. 34.4 54.3 58.1
Mississippi . . .. 83.0 62.2 -25.0
Missouri. . ... ... .. ... 59.0 61.5 4.1
Montana. . . . ............... 41.2 43.9 6.4
Nebraska . . .. .............. 42.8 60.2 40.6
Nevada . .................. 73.6 75.1 2.0
New Hampshire . . . . .......... 30.1 35.6 18.0
New Jersey. . .. ............. 39.3 37.2 -5.4
New Mexico . . .............. 77.4 59.4 -23.3
NewYork . .. ............... 45.8 41.3 -9.9
North Carolina . . .. ........... 66.3 72.2 9.0
North Dakota. . . .. ........... 34.6 41.7 20.7
Ohio..................... 55.0 59.8 8.7
Oklahoma. . . ... ............ 65.9 69.5 5.5
Oregon . .................. 50.7 65.0 28.1
Pennsylvania. . .. ............ 43.8 56.2 28.5
Rhodelsland. . ... ........... 47.7 64.2 34.6
South Carolina. . . ............ 66.5 58.0 -12.8
South Dakota. . . . ............ 42.8 45.7 6.9
Tennessee . .. .............. 71.0 69.5 -2.0
TEXAS . . . 77.6 63.5 -18.2
Utah . . ................... 42.7 52.4 22.6
Vermont. . ................. 33.0 32.3 2.2
Virginia .. ... 50.7 50.1 -1.2
Washington. . . .. ............ 48.2 57.9 20.1
West Virginia. . . .. ........... 54.3 52.3 -3.6
Wisconsin. . .. ........ ... ... 38.8 55.2 42.2
Wyoming . .. ........ . ... ... 48.2 49.1 1.9

. Category not applicable.
1standardized by direct standardization with distribution of the U.S. population of women aged 15-19 years by race and Hispanic origin for 1994 as standard population; see Technical notes.
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Technical notes Hispanic origin Beginning in 1993, Hispanic origin was
reported by all States. Given that more
tpan 99 percent of the Hispanic origin
0 S . X

’_%opulatlon lived in the reporting area for

Hispanic origin of the mother is
reported and tabulated independently
Data shown in this report for 1994race. Thus persons of Hispanic origi
are based on 100 percent of the birttmay be of any race. In 1994, 91 percen
certificates in all States and the District ofof women of Hispanic origin were
Columbia. The data are provided to theeported as white (1).
National Center for Health Statistics
(NCHS) through the Vital Statistics COOp-PopL”ation denominators
erative Program (VSCP).

Sources of data

990-92, the addition of Oklahoma and
ew Hampshire should not have affected
the trends in the birth rates (17).

To eliminate the effect of differences
among States in the distributions of the
populations by race and Hispanic origin
Birth rates for 1991-94 shown in thisOn the State birth rates, standardized birth

Race report are based on populations estimaté@tes were computed for 1994. The direct

as of July 1 for each year; rates for 199@nethod of standardization was used. The
Beginning with the 1989 data year,are pased on populations enumerated 4§94 distribution of the U.S. population

NCHS is tabulating its birth data prima-of April 1, 1990. The population esti- of women aged 15-19 years by race and
rily by race of the mother. In 1988 andmates have been published by the U.glispanic origin was used as the standard
prior years, births were tabulated by thesyreau of the Census (1,2) and are basdt@pulation in this procedure.
race of the child, which was determinedyy the 1990 census counts by race ang - .

andom variation and relative
from the race of the parents as entered Ofige that were modified to be consistentandard error

the birth certificate. ~ with Office of Management and Budget
Trend data by race shown in thisyacial categories and historical categories  Although the birth data in this report

report are by race of mother for all yearsor pirth data, and in the case of age, tdor births since 1985 are not subject to

beginning with the 1980 data year. Thgeflect age as of the census referencg@mpling error, they may be affected by

factors influencing the decision to tabu-yate. The modification procedures aréandom variation in the number of births

late births by race of the mother havegescribed in detail in a census report (16)nvolved. When the number of events is

been discussed in detail in a previous | computing birth and fertility rates small (perhaps less than 100) and the

report (15). They include the recent revifor the Hispanic population, births with probability of such an event is small,

sion of the birth certificate, effective with origin of mother not stated are includedconsiderable caution must be observed in

the 1989 data year, which includes manyyith non-Hispanic births rather than beingnterpreting the data. Events of rare nature

more health questions that are directlyjistributed. Thus, rates for the U.S. Hisinay be assumed to follow a Poisson

associated with the mother in addition tqyanic population are underestimates dprobability distribution. For this distribu-

many other items on the birth certificatehe true rates to the extent that the birth§0n, a simple approximation may be used

for more than two decades. In all thesgyith origin not stated (1.1 percent) wereto estimate the error as follows:

instances, it is more appropriate to tabuactyally to Hispanic mothers. The origin ~ If N is the number of births anB is

late births by the mother’s race. A seconghf the mother was imputed for populationthe corresponding rate, the chances are 19

factor has been the increasing incidencggnts when it was not stated. The effedn 20 that

of interracial parentage. In 1994, 4.4 peryn the rates is believed to be small.

cent of births were to parents of different 1. The “true” number of events lies between

races compared with just 1.7 percent i :

1974. The third factor influencing therbomputatlon of rates N—2VN and N+ 2N

decision to tabulate births by race of Rates were not computed if there

mother is the growing proportion of birthswere fewer than 20 births in the numera2. The “true” rate lies between

with race of father not stated, 16 percentor or fewer than 1,000 women in the

in 1994 compared with 9 percent in 1974specified group in the denominator. An R R

This reflects the increase in the proporasterisk is shown in place of the rate. R-2_2" andR+2_T

tion of births to unmarried women; in Rates by Hispanic origin shown in W W

many such cases, no information igable 3for 1990 are based on a reporting

reported on the father. These births ararea consisting of 48 States and the Didf the rateR, corresponding tdN, events

already assigned the race of the mothdrict of Columbia that reported Hispanicis compared to the rate, corresponding

because there is no alternative. origin on the birth certificate in 1990.to N, events, the difference between the
Birth rates for American Indian teen-Data were not available for Oklahomatwo rates may be regarded as statistically

agers and Asian or Pacific Islander teenand New Hampshire; it is estimated thasignificant if it exceeds

agers are not included in this report99.6 percent of the Hispanic population

These two population groups are relalived in the reporting area (17). Rates for ﬁ + _iiz
tively small and tend to be highly concen-1991-92 are based on all States except Ny N

trated geographically, which makes itNew Hampshire. It is estimated that more
possible to compute meaningful rates fothan 99.9 percent of the U.S. Hispanic  For example, the teenage birth rate
only a few States. population lived in the reporting area.for Maine for 1994 was 35.5 births per



I \onthly Vital Statistics Report @ Vol. 45, No. 5(S) @ December 19, 1996 == ] 3

1,000 women 15-19 years of age and this
rate was based on 1,459 recorded births.
Given prevailing conditions, the chances
are 19 in 20 that the “true” or underlying
birth rate for Maine lies between 33.6 and
37.4 per 1,000 women 15-19 years of
age. The 1991 teenage birth rate for Maine
was 43.5 based on 1,805 recorded births.
The difference between the rates is 8.0,
which is more than twice the standard
error of the difference

(35.5¢  (43.5¢

1459 * 71805
of the two rates that is computed to be
2.8. From this, it is concluded that the
difference between the teenage birth rate

in 1991 and 1994 is statistically
significant.
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