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Abstract

Objectives—This report presents trend data on births in the United States to women of
Hispanic and non-Hispanic origin, from 1989 to 1995, for a wide variety of characteristics.
Hispanic women data are presented where possible separately for Mexican, Puerto Rican,
Cuban, Central and South American, and other Hispanic women while for non-Hispanic
women data are shown for white and black women. Maternal demographic characteristics
include age, marital status, live-birth order, educational attainment, and mother’s place of
birth. Health care utilization items include timing of prenatal care, cesarean delivery rate,
place of birth and midwife attendance, Infant health characteristics include percents born
preterm, low birthweight, very low birthweight, and percent born in multiple births. Trend
data for the number of births by State are also presented.

Methods—Descriptive tabulations of births by Hispanic origin of the mother for births
that occurred from 1989 through 1995 are presented.

Results—The number of births born to Hispanic women has risen every year from 1989
to 1995. In addition in 1989 Hispanic women had 14 percent of births in the United States
and in 1995 they represented 18 percent. While Hispanic women as a group continue to have
higher fertility rates than non-Hispanics, Mexican women in particular have dramatically
higher rates. While increases in early prenatal care were observed for all women in the
United States, increases were particularly substantial for Hispanic women. The cesarean
section rate has been dropping in the United States; yet while rates for Cuban women have
also been dropping, the rates are nearly 50 percent higher than those for any other population
subgroup.

Keywords: Hispanic ¢ birth rates « maternal and infant health * maternal
characteristics

Introduction

This report presents statistics on a
wide variety of fertility and health mea-
sures for births to Hispanic women for
the period 1989-95, when the Hispanic
reporting area was nearly or fully com-
plete. Data are shown for Hispanic
women as a group, and for Hispanic
subgroups, including Mexican, Puerto
Rican, Cuban, Central and South
American, and other and unknown His-
panic women, because there are impor-
tant differences among the subgroups.
Data for Hispanic women are compared
with data for non-Hispanic white and
black women.

The Hispanic population is currently
the fastest growing of any major popula-
tion group in this country (1). Informa-
tion on births of Hispanic origin has been
available since 1978, when 17 States—
accounting for an estimated 60 percent of
all Hispanic-origin births in the United
States—began to include items omn the
Hispanic origin of the parents on their
birth certificates (2,3). The number of
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areas reporting Hispanic origin increased
to 30 States and the District of Columbia
in 1988; estimated coverage of the U.S.
Hispanic population was 95 percent in
that year (4). The next major improve-
ment in completeness of coverage came
in 1989, when 47 States and the District
of Columbia reported Hispanic parentage.
The 1989 reporting area accounted for an
estimated 99 percent of the U.S. Hispanic
births based on information from the U.S.
Bureau of the Census and related unpub-
lished tabulations (5). The three States
not reporting this information in 1989
were Louisiana, New Hampshire, and
Oklahoma. By 1993 all States and the
District of Columbia reported Hispanic
origin. Thus, since 1989 the States
reporting Hispanic origin have comprised
virtually all Hispanic births in the United
States.

Reports describing the fertility pat-
terns and maternal and infant health char-
acteristics for the Hispanic population
were published for births occurring in
1978-85 (3, 6-11). Since 1985 this infor-
mation has been included in the annual
report, Advance Report of Final Natality
Statistics (1986-94) and Report of Final
Natality Statistics (1995) (12).

Methods

Sources

Data shown in this report are based
on 100 percent of birth certificates regis-
tered in all States and the District of
Columbia. Births to women in Puerto
Rico are not included in this report.

Information on Hispanic origin is based
on an item on the 1989 revision of the
U.S. Standard Certificate of Live Birth,
asking: “Of Hispanic Origin? (Specify No
or Yes—If yes, specify Cuban, Mexican,
Puerto Rican, etc.)” This question is
asked for the mother and father, and is
used on the birth certificates of 38 States
and the District of Columbia. Some
States wish to obtain data on other groups
in addition to Hispanic persons. Twelve
States have opted to include a general
ancestry item on their birth certificate
instead of a specific Hispanic-origin item
(see Technical notes). The suggested
ancestry item is: “Ancestry—Mexican,
Puerto Rican, Cuban, African, English,
Irish-German, Hmong, etc. (Specify.)”
This report focuses on the Hispanic
origin of the mother, because most other
fertility and health-related variables on
the birth certificate relate to the mother.
Tabulations of birth data in this
report are by Hispanic origin of mother,
and for non-Hispanic mothers, births are
tabulated by race of mother. As noted
previously the three States that did not
report Hispanic origin on the birth certifi-
cate in 1989 (Louisiana, New Hampshire,
and Oklahoma) accounted for an esti-
mated 1 percent of Hispanic-origin births
in 1989. Louisiana added the Hispanic
identifiers to its birth certificate in 1990,
Oklahoma in 1991, and New Hampshire
in 1993. During the years 1993-95, when
all States reported this information, these
three States combined accounted for only
0.5 percent of all Hispanic births and
only 3.8percent of all non-Hispanic
births in each year. It is evident from data

shown in table A that the changes in the
reporting area during the years 1989-93
would have little or no effect on the
trends and variations in births to Hispanic
and non-Hispanic women. Thus data pre-
sented in the tables are shown for the
reporting areas for each year; the non-
reporting States are indicated in the foot-
notes. Data by Hispanic origin presented
in this report are shown in most cases for
five Hispanic subgroups: Mexican, Puerto
Rican, Cuban, Central and South
American, and other and unknown His-
panic. In computing birth rates, data for
Central and South American and other
and unknown Hispanic are combined in
one category, “other Hispanic,” because
more detailed population data are not
available.

Marital status

Data for births to unmarried women
are based on an item asking mother’s
marital status; this item appears on the
birth certificate of 45 States and the Dis-
trict of Columbia. Data for the other five
States are based on inferential procedures
that rely on three basic criteria to identify
unmarried women: The presence of a
paternity affidavit, the absence of the
father’s name, or a difference in the
father’s and mother’s current surnames.
Details of the procedures used to compile
birth data for unmarried women are pre-
sented in the text and Technical notes.

Educational attainment

All states reported educational attain-
ment of the mother beginning in 1992,

Table A. Percent of births to residents of former nonreporting States by Hispanic origin of mother and race for mothers of non-Hispanic

origin: 1989-95
Hispanic' Non-Hispanic
Central Other and
All Puerto and South unknown Not
origins Total Mexican Rican Cuban American Hispanic Total? White Black stated
United States

1995. .. ... ... 3.2 05 0.5 0.6 0.5 04 1.6 3.8 35 5.3 1.0
1894 . ..... ...... 33 0.6 0.5 1.0 0.6 02 1.8 3.8 35 5.4 2.2
193 . ..... ... .. 3.3 0.5 04 04 06 04 1.5 3.8 34 5.4 4.7
1992 ...... ..., 2.9 0.5 0.4 0.2 0.7 0.6 1.2 3.4 29 5.3 0.2
1991 ... ... .. ... 29 0.4 0.4 0.2 0.6 0.7 0.8 3.4 2.9 5.3 0.3
1890. ..., ... 1.8 0.2 0.1 01 0.5 0.7 0.1 241 1.5 45 0.1
1989........ ot 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Persons of Hispanic origin may be of any race.
?Includes races other than white and black.

NOTE: Louisiana, New Hampshire, and Oklahoma did not report Hispanic origin in 1989, New Hampshire and Oklzhoma did not report in 1990, and New Hampshire did not report in 1891-82.
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During 1989-91 this information was not
reported by Washington State and New
York State (but was reported by New
York City). These two areas accounted
for about 3 percent of Hispanic births and
6 percent of non-Hispanic births in the
areas reporting Hispanic origin, and
about 6 percent of all births in the His-
panic reporting area. Thus it is believed
that the incomplete reporting areas for
Hispanic origin and educational attain-
ment would have very little impact on the
trends and variations described in this
report. Additional information on sources
of data, the measurement of marital
status, population denominators, and
sampling and measurement error are pre-
sented in the Technical notes.

Results

Births and birth rates

Trends—In 1989, 532,249 infants
were born to Hispanic mothers in the
reporting areas; the 47 reporting States
and the District of Columbia accounted
for an estimated 99 percent of U.S. His-
panic births in 1989. Hispanic-origin
births comprised 14 percent of the total
births in the reporting areas in that year
and 13 percent of U.S. births. The
number of Hispanic-origin births since
has risen steadily, totaling 679,768 in
1995, or 18 percent of all births in the
country (Figure 1). This increase
occurred concurrently with growth in the
U.S. Hispanic population, which rose
from an estimated 21,648,000 in 1989 to
26,994,000 in 1995, an increase of
25 percent. Persons of Hispanic origin
accounted for 8.8 percent of the U.S.
population in 1989 compared with
10.3 percent in 1995 (13,14).

Sixty-nine percent of Hispanic-origin
births in 1995 were to Mexican women.
This represented an increase from the
61-percent level observed in 1989. The
percent of Hispanic births represented by
the remaining Hispanic groups either
declined or remained level. Cuban
mothers comprised about 2 percent of
1989 and 1995 Hispanic births, while the
“Central and South American” category
comprised about 14 percent both years.
Puerto Rican mothers accounted for
11 percent of Hispanic births in 1989
compared with 8 percent in 1995; while
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Figure 1. Percent of ali live births born to Hispanic women: Reporting States, 1989-95

the “other and unknown Hispanic™ cat-
egory declined from 12 percent in 1989
to 7 percent in 1995.

The fertility of Hispanic women as a
group was relatively stable during the
years 1989-95. The fertility rate in
1995—105.0 births per 1,000 women
aged 15-44 years—was essentially the
same as for 1989 (104.9); but the rate
increased to 108.6 in 1992 before
declining to 105.0 (table 1). Rates for
Hispanic subgroups were not as stable.
The fertility rate for Mexican women in
1995—117.0 per 1,000 women—was
10 percent higher than the 1989 rate
(106.6) but 4 percent lower than the rate
for 1991 (121.6). In contrast the rate for
Puerto Rican women in 1995—75.7 per
1,000 women—was 13 percent lower
than the comparable rate for 1989 (86.6).
The rate for Cuban women—although
substantially lower than that for any other
group—increased 11 percent, from 49.8
per 1,000 women in 1989 to 55.1 in
1995. The fertility rate for “other” His-
panic women (which includes Central
and South American and other and
unknown Hispanic women) fluctuated
during the 1989-95 period but remained
the second highest among Hispanic sub-
groups, 94.5 per 1,000 women in 1995.

Birth rates for non-Hispanic white
and black women generally declined
during this period, with particularly large
declines reported for non-Hispanic black
women (12 percent between 1989 and

1995). Fertility rates for non-Hispanic
women are sharply lower than rates for
Hispanic women as a group. The rate for
pnon-Hispanic white women, 57.6 per
1,000 in 1995, was comparable to the rate
for Cuban women; while the rate for
non-Hispanic black women, 74.5 per
1,000 in 1995, was comparable to the rate
for Puerto Rican women.
Variations—Birth rates by age of
mother for women in age groups 15 years
and older are higher for Hispanic women
as a group and for Mexican women than
for either white or black non-Hispanic
women. Before 1994 the birth rate for
teenagers 15-19 years was highest for
non-Hispanic black teenagers, followed
closely by the rates for Mexican and
Puerto Rican teenagers. During 1994-95
rates for Mexican teenagers were higher
than those for any other group. This
reflects the 32-percent rise in the rate for
Mexican teenagers between 1989 and
1995, which occurred concurrent with
declines in teenage rates for most other
groups. In 1995 birth rates by age for
Hispanic and non-Hispanic black teen-
agers were 2.1 to 3.3 times, respectively,
the rates for non-Hispanic white teen-
agers, continuing a pattern observed for
many years. Birth rates for Mexican teen-
agers 15-17 and 18-19 years in 1995
were 3.8 and 2.8 times, respectively, the
rates for non-Hispanic white teenagers.
The differential in birth rates by His-
panic origin and race generally declined
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with advancing maternal age. However,
birth rates in each age group were consis-
tently highest for Hispanic women as a
group. Rates for Mexican and other His-
panic women in age groups 20-24
through 4549 years were substantially
higher than the rates for Puerto Rican and
Cuban women and non-Hispanic white
and black women. In contrast birth rates
for Puerto Rican women 20 years of age
and older were similar to those for non-
Hispanic black women, and the rates for
Cuban women were similar to those for
non-Hispanic white women.

Total fertility rates—The total fer-
tility rate (TFR) indicates the number of
births that 1,000 women would have if
they experienced during their child-
bearing years the age-specific birth rates
observed in a given calendar year. It is a
hypothetical measure that shows the
potential impact of current fertility levels
on completed family size. The rate is
considered age adjusted because it
assumes the same number of women in
cach age group. The TFR considered
necessary for a given generation to
exactly replace itself is 2,100.

The TFR for Hispanic women in
1995 was 3,019.5 per 1,000, substantially
higher than the rates for non-Hispanic
white (1,786.5) or black (2,245.0) women
(table 1). In particular the TFR’s for
Mexican (3,273.5) and “other” Hispanic
(2,834.0) women were substantially
above “replacement” level (figure 2).
The TFR for Puerto Rican women was
2,245.5 and, for Cuban women, 1,705.5.
The sharply higher TFR’s for Mexican
and “other” Hispanic women reflect their
substantially higher birth rates at every
age compared with Puerto Rican and
Cuban women and non-Hispanic white
and black women.

Geographic patterns—Hispanic births
tend to be highly concentrated geographi-
cally (table 7). Fifty-eight percent of all His-
panic births were to residents of
California and Texas in 1995, down
slightly from the 60-percent level
reported for 1989. Mexican births were
even more highly concentrated—about
72 percent were reported in California
and Texas. Sixty-eight percent of Cuban
births occurred in Florida, and 53 percent
of Puerto Rican births occurred in New
York, New Jersey, and Florida. Birth and
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Figure 2. Total fertility rates by Hispanic origin of mother and by race of mother for
mothers of non-Hispanic origin: United States, 1989 and 1995

fertility rates for Hispanic subgroups can
be computed at the State level only in
census years when the necessary popula-
tions are available. Rates for 1980 and
1990 were published (15,16). State-specific
birth rates for Hispanic teenagers as a group
were published for 1990-94 (17).

Births to unmarried women

The birth rate for unmarried His-
panic women in 1995 was 95.0 births per
1,000 unmarried women aged 1544
years. This rate increased from 1990
(89.6), when rates by marital status for
Hispanic women first became available,
to 1994 (101.2) before declining in 1995
(table 2) (18). Trends in birth rates for
unmarried Hispanic women are some-
what affected by changes in reporting
procedures in Texas, effective 1994, and
in California, effective 1995. In both
States the marital status of the mother is
more accurately identified as a result of
the changes. Beginning in 1994 the Texas
birth certificate includes a direct question
on the mother’s marital status; previously
the number of births to unmarried women
in Texas was substantially underreported,
because the marital status of the mother
was based on incomplete inferential pro-
cedures. California’s data on births by
marital status have been based on an
inferential procedure that compares the
parents’ surnames. Beginning in 1995 the
procedures in California for inferring the

mother’s marital status were modified to
take into account the naming conventions
of Hispanic persons; in previous years
births to unmarried Hispanic women
were overreported. A direct question on
mother’s marital status was added to the
California birth certificate effective in
January 1997. These reporting issues are
discussed in more detail in the Technical
notes. Because Texas and California
account for 20 percent and 37 percent,
respectively, of U.S. Hispanic births,
these changes introduced a discontinuity
in the trend in nonmarital Hispanic births
for the country as a whole.

Birth rates for unmarried women are
available for these groups: Total His-
panic, total white, non-Hispanic white,
and total black. Rates cannot be com-
puted for Hispanic subgroups, because
denominator populations by marital
status are unavailable. Similarly, rates
cannot be computed for non-Hispanic
black women, because populations by
marital status for this subgroup are
unavailable. Because 97 percent of black
women are non-Hispanic, it is assumed
that the rates for non-Hispanic black
women would be essentially the same as
the rates for all black women.

Birth rates for unmarried black teen-
agers tend to be higher—about 18 percent
higher in 1995—than the rates for His-
panic teenagers; whereas rates for unmar-
ried Hispanic teenagers are substantially
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higher than the rates for non-Hispanic
white teenagers. In contrast birth rates for
unmarried Hispanic women in age groups
20 years and older are higher than those
for either white non-Hispanic or black
women. The disparity between the rates
for Hispanic and black women increases
with advancing maternal age.

A factor in the levels of nonmarital
childbearing observed for Hispanic
women is related to the relatively high
incidence of cohabitation among His-
panic couples (19). Birth certificate data
provide additional evidence of this. The
birth certificate used in Puerto Rico dis-
tinguishes between unmarried women
who are living with the father of the child
and unmarried women who are not living
with the father. According to 1995 data,
three-quarters of the unmarried women
who gave birth were living with the
father of the child.

As noted it is not possible to com-
pute birth rates for unmarried Hispanic
women according to specific subgroup,
because the populations necessary to
compute such rates are available only in
census years. Rates for 1980 and 1990
were published (15,16). A substitute,
although less satisfactory for analytic
purposes, is the proportion of all births
occurring to unmarried women. This
information is available for Hispanic sub-
groups and is shown in table 3. The pro-
portions increased for all Hispanic

subgroups between 1989 and 1994 and
generally declined in 1995. The propor-
tion of births to unmarried women in
1995 varied widely by subgroup but all
were higher than the proportion for non-
Hispanic white women (21 percent) and
lower than the proportion for non-
Hispanic black women (70 percent). The
proportions for Hispanic subgroups were
Cubans, 24 percent; Mexicans, 38 per-
cent; Central and South American and
other and unknown Hispanics, 44 per-
cent; and Puerto Ricans, 60 percent. For
all subgroups except Cuban women, the
proportion unmarried was higher for
births to women born in the 50 States and
the District of Columbia than for births to
women born elsewhere (table B).

Demographic characteristics

Information on other important
demographic characteristics is also avail-
able from the birth certificate and is
useful in describing childbearing patterns
for Hispanic women. The proportion of
births to teenage mothers is a measure of
the impact of early childbearing on a
population. Additionally, women who
begin childbearing at young ages tend to
have more children. In 1995, 18 percent
of births to Hispanic women as a group
were to teenagers compared with 10 per-
cent of non-Hispanic white women and
23 percent of non-Hispanic black women

(table 3). Substantial differences exist
among the Hispanic subgroups, however.
The proportion was lowest for Cuban
women (8 percent), 11 percent for Cen-
tral and South American women,
19-20 percent for Mexican and other and
unknown Hispanic women, and 24 per-
cent for Puerto Rican women. Propor-
tions of teenage mothers were
considerably higher among Hispanic
women born in the 50 States and the
District of Columbia than among women
born elsewhere (table B).

The proportions of births that are
first births or fourth- and higher-order
births are also suggestive of childbearing
patterns. Overall in 1995, 39 percent of
births to Hispanic women were the wom-
en’s first. For Hispanic subgroups the
proportion ranged from 38 percent of
births to Mexican women to 44 percent of
Cuban births. The comparable levels for
non-Hispanic white and black births were
43 percent and 40 percent, respectively.

Mexican mothers are most likely to
give birth to a fourth- or higher-order
child; in 1995, 15 percent of Mexican
births were fourth or higher order, the
same level as for non-Hispanic black
births but substantially higher than for
Cuban (6 percent), non-Hispanic white
(8 percent) or Central and South
American (11 percent) births. Thirteen
percent of Puerto Rican births were
fourth or higher order. Hispanic women

Table B. Selected maternal and infant characteristics by Hispanic origin and place of birth of mother: United States, 1835

Central Other and
Total Puerto and South unknown
Characteristic Hispanic Mexican Rican Cuban American Hispanic
Percent
Mothers under 20 years of age:
Bom in the 50 States and the District of Columbia . .. .. ... 266 27.8 25.7 11.2 23.2 236
Bomelsewhere .. ......... .00 coeinnennnnnns 125 13.1 20.1 5.8 9.6 9.6
Fourth- or higher-order birth:
Born in the 50 States and the District of Columbia . . . ... .. 11.3 11.9 10.9 4.3 53 10.8
Bomelsewhere ...........ivt tnvinennnnrnn. 15.4 16.8 15.3 6.4 11.8 12.0
Mother unmarried:
Bom in the 50 States and the District of Columbia . .. ..... 47.4 455 62.0 23.5 46.8 46.6
Bomelsewhere .. ....c.cvii i crineanennnnnne 36.6 334 56.8 23.9 438 344
Twelve years of education or more:
Bom in the 50 States and the District of Columbia . .. ... .. 63.0 61.0 62.1 87.1 771 68.1
Bomnelsewhere .. .......c0irir ciriienennn.. 38.4 29.1 60.3 84.7 56.7 60.7
Prenatal care in first frimester:
Bom in the 50 States and the District of Columbia . .. ... .. 73.8 73.1 74.1 88.8 78.1 74.4
Bomelsewhere .............. . 68.9 66.6 73.9 89.3 72.8 744
Low birthweight?
Bom in the 50 States and the District of Columbia . . . ... .. 7.2 6.6 9.4 6.2 71 8.0
Bomnelsewhere .. ........c0ih toniannrnnnns 5.7 5.3 9.4 6.6 6.1 5.6

TBirthweight of less than 2,500 grams (5 pounds 8 ounces).
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in all subgroups born outside the 50
States and the District of Columbia were
much more likely to have a fourth or
higher order child (table B).

The proportion of births to mothers
who have completed high school (12
years of schooling or more) is an impor-
tant indicator of socioeconomic status
and is useful in describing fertility differ-
entials among population groups. The
proportions of Hispanic women who have
a high school education are generally
much lower than the proportions for non-
Hispanic white or black women. These
proportions were remarkably stable
during the 1989-95 period. In 1995,
48 percent of Hispanic women as a group
had a high school diploma compared with
87 percent of non-Hispanic white women
and 71 percent of non-Hispanic black
women. There was substantial variation
in high school completion rates among
Hispanic subgroups: Mexican, 41 per-
cent; Central and South American,
58 percent; Puerto Rican, 61 percent;
other and unknown Hispanic, 66 percent;
and Cuban, 86 percent.

Educational attainment can be inter-
preted more fully with the use of birth
rates by educational attainment. Rates for
Hispanic women and non-Hispanic white
and black women were published for
1994 (20). Birth rates for Hispanic
women were higher than rates for either
non-Hispanic black women or non-
Hispanic white women in every educa-
tional attainment category. The disparity
was particularly evident for women with
less than a high school education; and it
diminished considerably for women who
had graduated from college. It is not
possible to compute education-specific
birth rates for Hispanic subgroups,
because the necessary population data
are unavailable.

Some of the variation in high school
completion rates is linked to the mother’s
place of birth. Hispanic women born in
the 50 States and the District of Columbia
were more likely to be high school gradu-
ates (table B). Some Hispanic women
were born in countries where opportuni-
ties to acquire an education are more
limited, thus accounting for their more
limited educational attainment. For
example, 92 percent of Central and South
American mothers and 62 percent of
Mezxican mothers were born outside the

50 States and the District of Columbia
(and assumably in the country of their
respective  ethnicity), compared with
39 percent of Puerto Rican mothers.

Health care utilization

Prenatal care utilization, which pro-
vides opportunities for professional
medical advice and detection and man-
agement of preexisting medical condi-
tions, can promote healthier pregnancy
outcomes. The proportion of Hispanic
women as a group who began care in the
first trimester of pregnancy in 1995 (70.8)
was similar to that for non-Hispanic
black (70.4 percent), but much lower than
that of non-Hispanic white women
(87.1 percent). Among Hispanics Cuban
women were the most likely (89.2 per-
cent) and Mexican women were the least
likely (69.1 percent) to receive timely
care. The proportion of Hispanic women
who began prenatal care in the first tri-
mester of pregnancy improved markedly
over the study period, rising 19 percent
between 1989 and 1995 (from 59.5 to
70.8) (table 4). The largest improvements
in prenatal care utilization occurred
among Mexican (22 percent), Central and
South American (20 percent), and Puerto
Rican women (18 percent).

In 1995 tremendous variation
occurred among Hispanic subgroups in
the cesarean delivery rate; the rate for
Cuban women (30.2 percent) was more
than 50 percent higher than the rate for
Mexican women (19.7) (table 4). Except
for Cuban women, all Hispanic sub-
groups had cesarean rates that were com-
parable to or lower than the rates for
non-Hispanic white and non-Hispanic
black women (21.0 percent and 21.8 per-
cent, respectively). The high rate for
Cuban women partially reflects the older
ages of these women compared with
other groups. Older maternal age has
been shown to be a strong predictor of
cesarean delivery (21,22). However, even
after age was considered, cesarean rates
continued to be highest for Cuban women
(tabular data not shown).

All groups experienced declines in
their cesarean rates from 1989 to 1995.
The largest decline was for Cuban
women (15 percent), followed by non-
Hispanic white women (11 percent).

Non-Hispanic black women had the
smallest decline of any group (2 percent).

In 1995 more than 98 percent of
births for Hispanic and non-Hispanic
groups were delivered in hospitals; but
there were small differences in the per-
cent of infants born out of hospital
(table 4). For Hispanic subgroups Cuban
women had the smallest percent of
infants born out of hospital (0.3 percent)
compared with 0.9 percent for Mexican
women. Non-Hispanic white women had
the highest percent of out-of-hospital
births of all groups (1.1 percent), while
the level for non-Hispanic black women
was comparable to that of Puerto Rican
women (0.6 percent).

The percent of infants bom out of
hospital for Mexican women in 1995 was
less than one-half the level in 1989
(2.3 percent). All other groups either held
steady or had very small declines. The
greatest percent declines in out-of-
hospital births for Mexican women
occurred for births taking place in resi-
dences and “other” places of delivery
(data not shown).

The percent of births attended by
midwives, with the exception of Cuban
women, was higher for all Hispanic sub-
groups than for either non-Hispanic white
or black women (table 4). About 10 per-
cent of births to Central and South
American women and Puerto Rican
women were attended by midwives fol-
lowed by Mexican women (7 percent).
Non-Hispanic black women had about
6 percent of births attended by midwives,
non-Hispanic white women had about
5percent, and Cuban women had
4 percent.

Since 1989 all groups experienced
increases in the percent of births attended
by midwives, ranging from a 41-percent
increase for Puerto Rican women to only
an 8-percent increase for Mexican
women. The increases in the percent of
births attended by midwives for non-
Hispanic white women (83 percent) and
non-Hispanic black women (45 percent)
were larger than for all Hispanic sub-

groups.

Birth outcomes

Low birthweight (less than 2,500
grams or 5 pounds, 8 ounces) is a strong
predictor of infant morbidity and



mortality. Although Iow birthweight
(LBW) infants are currently much more
likely to survive than in previous years, 7
percent of LBW and 27 percent of very
low birthweight (VLBW) (less than 1,500
grams) infants did not survive the first
year of life in 1995 (23). The risk of
LBW and VLBW varied widely by His-
panic subgroup. For 1995, LBW rates
ranged from 5.8 percent for Mexican to
94 percent for Puerto Rican births;
VLBW ranged from 1.0percent for
Mexican to 1.8 percent for Puerto Rican
births. Among all Hispanics LBW
increased slightly over the study period,
from 6.2 to 6.3, while the percent VLBW
was generally stable at 1.1 percent
(table 5). The relative stability of His-
panic LBW and the recent rise in non-
Hispanic white LBW rates have resulted
in similar LBW levels for the two groups
(6.3 compared with 6.2 percent). Concur-
rent with the slight increase in LBW for
Hispanics overall, LBW levels rose
among all Hispanic subgroups except
Puerto Rican, with a pronounced increase
for Cuban births (5.8 to 6.5 percent).

The risk of having a LBW infant was
substantially higher for Hispanic women
born in the 50 States and the District of
Columbia than for Hispanic women born
elsewhere (see table B). A similar pattern
was noted by mativity among Asian and
Pacific Islanders (24). However, lower
birthweight among women born outside
the United States was not observed for all
subgroups. Mexican, Central and South
American, and other and unknown His-
panics born elsewhere were less likely
than their U.S.-born counterparts to have
a LBW birth, but Cuban women born
outside of the 50 States and the District
of Columbia were more likely to have a
LBW infant.

The percent of preterm births (less
than 37 completed weeks of gestation)
born to Hispanic women in 1995 was
10.9 percent, similar to that for all non-
Hispanic births (11.0 percent) but sub-
stantially higher than the rate for non-
Hispanic white births (9.4 percent).
Among Hispanics the percent of preterm
births ranged from 10.1 for Cuban to 13.4
for Puerto Rican births. Despite an
increase in non-Hispanic white preterm
birth rates over this period (from 8.4 to
9.4 percent), rates remained higher

among Hispanic births overall and among
the subgroups compared with non-
Hispanic white births. In contrast to
LBW, which rose slightly, the Hispanic
preterm birth rate declined slightly (from
11.1 to 10.9 percent) between 1989 and
1995 (table 5). Trends differed by His-
panic subgroup, however; levels were
generally unchanged for Mexican and
Central and South American births,
declined for Puerto Rican, and increased
for Cuban and other and unknown His-
panic births for 1989-95.

Hispanic women overall were much
less likely than non-Hispanic white or
black women to have a multiple birth (1.9
compared with 2.8 and 2.9 percent).
(Muitiple births are live births in a twin,
triplet, quadruplet or other higher-order
multiple delivery.) The percent of mul-
tiple births born to Hispanic women also
remained constant throughout the study
period, in sharp contrast to the percent for
non-Hispanic white women for whom it
has risen from 2.3 to 2.8 percent (table 5).
Multiple birth ratios for Cuban women,
however, were comparable to those of
non-Hispanic white women; the ratio for
Cuban women also rose quite steeply
between 1989 and 1994 (from 2.0 to
2.7 percent). The higher multiple birth
rates of Cuban and non-Hispanic white
women in part reflect their larger propor-
tions of births to older women, as the risk
of a multiple birth increases with
maternal age.

Discussion

It is projected that the Hispanic
population in the United States will con-
tinue to increase dramatically through the
next 50 years (1,5). The fertility of His-
panic women has been and is expected to
remain above replacement level (2,100
per 1,000 women) and thus is an impor-
tant component of their overall popula-
tion growth. The increasing Hispanic
population and their relatively high fer-
tility compared with the non-Hispanic
population will cause the percent of all
births to Hispanic women in the United
States to increase. Thus, detailed knowl-
edge of the characteristics of fertility and
pregnancy outcome by Hispanic origin
will become of increasing importance in
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understanding the fertility of the entire
Nation.

There are large differences in fertility
patterns and birth outcomes among His-
panic women. Mexican women have the
highest total fertility rate (TFR), nearly
50 percent higher than what is considered
replacement level fertility. Cuban
women, on the other hand, whose TFR
rose between 1989 and 1995, came short
of replacement level each year. Mexicans
comprise the largest Hispanic population
in the United States, and their high fer-
tility is in part keeping the TFR of the
United States close to replacement level.

The higher lifetime fertility of His-
panic women compared with non-
Hispanic white and black women is
consistent with the number of children
desired by Hispanic women. A study that
incorporated information on the wanted-
ness status of women’s pregnancies from
the National Survey of Family Growth
found that Hispanic women want and
have more children than non-Hispanic
white and black women (25).

Hispanic women as a group and
Mexican women in particular had higher
birth rates in all age categories (except
ages 10-14 years) when compared to
non-Hispanic women. Among subgroups
non-Hispanic white and Cuban women
had their highest birth rates for those
25-29 years of age, while Mexican and
Puerto Rican women had their highest
birth rates for those aged 20-24 years of
age. Rates for non-Hispanic black women
were highest at ages 18-19 and 20-24
years.

Since 1991 the percent of births to
women with at least a high school educa-
tion has risen slowly for Hispanic and
non-Hispanic women. While more than 4
of 5 Cuban and non-Hispanic white
women had this much education, only 2.5
of 5 Mexican women did. Some of this
difference is due to the large proportion
of Mexican women who were born out-
side of the 50 States and the District of
Columbia where educational opportuni-
ties are more limited. Interestingly, while
less than 10 percent of Central and South
American women (representing dozens of
countries) who gave birth were bom in
the 50 States and the District of
Columbia, nearly 60 percent had at least
a high school education. This might be in
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part due to a phenomenon of selectivity;
that is, those women coming from
Central and South America are more
likely to have a greater degree of educa-
tion.

A recent report found that despite the
large differences in current fertility pat-
terns between Hispanic and non-Hispanic
women, the lifetime fertility patterns of
Hispanic women according to educa-
tional attainment are similar to patterns
for non-Hispanic women. Moreover, col-
lege educated Hispanic women have
TFR’s comparable to those for college-
educated non-Hispanic white and black
women (20). This suggests that as educa-
tional attainment improves for the His-
panic women, lifetime fertility will
decline.

Increases in early prenatal care in the
1990’s were especially dramatic for His-
panic women. The initiation of prenatal
care is more likely than ever before to
occur in the first trimester of pregnancy
(3, 6-12). In 1995 over two-thirds of
Mexican women started care in the first
trimester, but this was still the lowest
proportion among the subgroups studied
here. Changes in Medicaid that extended
health care during pregnancy may have
increased the availability of prenatal care
for Hispanic women (26). In 1995,
21 percent of Hispanic women reported
that their prenatal care was paid for by
Medicaid (27). Except for Mexican
women, only small differences occurred
in the percent of women who started care
in the first trimester by mother’s place of
birth (table B).

The cesarean section rate in the
United States decreased for Hispanic and
non-Hispanic women, although no sub-
group rate dropped to the rate targeted by
national health objectives, 15 percent
(28). The rate for Cuban women dropped
steadily but remained much higher than
any other group, either Hispanic or non-
Hispanic. This is explained in part by the
degree to which Cuban women have
births at older ages when cesareans are
more likely to occur.

The favorable LBW of Mexican
infants compared with most ethnic/racial
groups is considered a paradox given
their mothers’ lower levels of education
and prenatal care utilization. The com-
paratively lower smoking rates during
pregnancy (12) of Mexican women

overall may provide some explanation for
the birthweight differential. However, it
appears that as Mexican women become
more acculturated the risk of bearing a
LBW infant increases as was evidenced
by the higher LBW risk of Mexican
women born within the United States
compared with those born outside the 50
States and District of Columbia (6.6 per-
cent LBW compared with 5.3 percent in
1995).

The wide range in percent LBW and
VLBW among Hispanic subgroups points
to the importance of focusing efforts to
reduce LBW toward those groups most in
need. For example, Puerto Rican women
had a dramatically higher likelihood of
LBW than Mexican women.

The heterogeneity of birth character-
istics among Hispanics shown here
underscores the importance of presenting
birth data for Hispanic subgroups when-
ever feasible. Birth data published by the
National Center for Health Statistics
regularly includes data by Hispanic
origin. Future studies of births to His-
panic women should attempt to explain in
greater detail some of the large differ-
ences among subgroups that are shown in
this publication, including variation by
mother’s place of birth.
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Table 1. Total fertility and birth rates by age and Hispanic origin of mother and by race of mother for mothers of non-Hispanic origin;
United States, 1989-95

15-19 years
Total
fertility 1544 10--14 1517 18-19 20-24 2529 30-34 35-39 4044 4549
rate years1 years Total years years years years years years years years
Ali origins
1995. .. ... . ... ... 2,019.0 65.6 1.3 56.8 36.0 89.1 109.8 112.2 82.5 34.3 6.6 0.3
1994, .. ... ... ... 2,036.0 66.7 1.4 58.9 37.6 91.5 1111 113.9 81.5 33.7 6.4 0.3
1993. ... ... ... ..., 2,046.0 67.6 1.4 59.6 37.8 92.1 112.6 1156.5 80.8 329 6.1 0.3
1992, . ... ... ... ... 2,065.0 68.9 1.4 60.7 37.8 94.5 114.6 117.4 80.2 325 59 0.3
1991, .. ... L .. 2,073.0 69.6 1.4 62.1 38.7 94.4 115.7 118.2 79.5 32.0 55 0.2
1990. ......... ..., 2,083.0 70.9 1.4 59.9 375 88.6 116.5 120.2 80.8 31.7 55 0.2
1989. .. ........... 2,014.0 69.2 1.4 57.3 36.4 84.2 113.8 117.6 774 29.9 5.2 0.2
Hispanic2
Total:
1995 . ... ... ... 3,019.5 105.0 27 106.7 72.9 157.9 188.5 153.8 959 44.9 10.8 0.6
1994 . ... ... ... 3,014.0 105.6 27 107.7 74.0 158.0 188.2 153.2 954 44.3 10.7 0.6
1993 . ......... .. 3,020.5 106.9 2.7 106.8 71.7 159.1 188.3 154.0 96.4 44.7 10.6 0.6
19928, . ... ... ... 3,043.0 108.6 26 107.1 71.4 159.7 190.6 154.4 96.8 45.6 10.9 0.6
19913, .. ... ... ... 3,002.5 108.1 24 106.7 70.6 168.5 186.3 152.8 96.1 449 10.7 0.6
1990%. ... ... ... .. 2,959.5 107.7 24 100.3 65.9 147.7 181.0 153.0 98.3 453 10.9 0.7
1989°%. . . ... ... .. 2,903.5 104.9 2.3 100.8 - .- 184.4 146.6 92.1 43.5 10.4 0.6
Mexican:
1996 . ........... 3,273.5 117.0 2.8 124.6 84.4 185.3 208.9 160.5 98.5 46.8 119 0.7
1994 .. ... ..., 3,2115 115.4 2.8 116.2 78.0 175.0 202.6 165.2 96.9 46.2 1.7 0.7
1893 . ... ... L. 3,174.0 114.8 26 108.7 71.6 164.9 196.6 168.2 100.5 46.1 113 0.8
1992%. .. ..., .. 3,196.5 116.0 25 108.8 .- --- 202.3 166.3 99.1 47.7 11.8 0.8
19913, . . ... ... ... 3,317.5 121.6 26 117.3 759 178.4 209.9 168.2 103.3 49.1 12.3 0.8
1990%. .. ... ... ... 3,214.0 118.9 25 108.0 69.7 162.2 200.3 165.3 104.4 491 12.4 0.8
19895. .. ... ..., 2,916.5 106.6 20 94.5 --- --- 184.3 153.7 96.1 41.0 111 0.6
Puerto Rican:
1995 . ... .. ...... 22455 75.7 3.0 89.0 61.2 139.2 161.5 107.2 64.8 27.7 5.5 0.3
1994 .. ... ....... 2,490.0 81.9 3.2 106.0 72.8 168.4 181.0 111.7 62.3 28.0 5.6 0.2
1993 . ... .. ... ... 2,523.5 82.5 3.1 110.0 73.4 181.0 193.1 108.4 56.3 271 6.2 0.5
1992°. . ... ...... 2,644.5 89.9 35 1104 --- .- 204.9 106.6 66.7 30.0 6.5 0.3
19913, ... ... ... 2,276.0 80.9 25 102.7 75.2 143.0 149.4 107.5 61.4 25.7 5.7 0.3
1990%. . ... ... ... 2,301.0 82.9 29 101.6 716 1416 150.1 109.9 62.8 26.2 6.2 0.5
19895, .. ... ...... 2,421.0 86.6 3.8 127 .- .- 171.0 98.0 65.2 26.9 6.3 0.3
Cuban:
1995 ... .. ..., 1,705.5 55.1 * 29.2 16.6 51.2 77.0 110.6 88.0 29.8 6.0 *
1904 ............ 1,680.5 55.9 0.6 40.2 2341 77.4 725 98.4 87.6 31.3 55 *
1993 . ... ... ... 1,632.5 55.5 * 33.0 20.4 49.7 68.9 102.0 86.9 31.0 4.7
1982%. . ....... ... 1,485.5 50.3 1.0 26.3 --- .- 51.6 98.4 86.2 28.9 47 0.0
19913, ... ..., 1,385.5 49.1 * 27.7 176 41.3 61.2 88.8 68.2 26.7 4.0 *
1980%. . ........ .. 1,459.5 52.6 * 30.3 18.2 46.1 64.6 95.4 67.6 28.2 4.9
1989%. . ... ... ... 1,479.0 49.8 05 25.1 --- --- 64.2 101.8 73.7 27.2 3.0 0.3
Other Hispanic®:
1995 ... .. ... ... 2,834.0 94.5 24 77.5 54.8 107.8 158.3 161.8 103.7 50.9 11.6 0.6
1894 . .. ... ... ... 2,855.5 97.7 26 87.9 66.4 1124 162.0 147.4 109.3 49.4 11.9 0.6
1993 . ... ........ 3,038.5 105.0 27 106.9 78.2 141.7 175.2 147.1 1104 52.4 12.5 0.5
1992%. . ... ... ... 3,076.0 107.0 25 112.1 --- --- 172.9 157.8 106.6 50.3 125 0.5
19913~ - - - v e 2,817.0 99.3 2.1 88.1 58.9 128.8 161.1 150.6 1015 48.2 1.2 0.6
1990* 2,877.0 102.7 241 86.0 57.2 123.8 162.9 155.8 106.9 49.4 11.6 0.7
19895 - - - - - e s 2,683.0 95.8 17 66.4 --- --- 159.2 150.4 85.1 60.3 12.7 0.8

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table 1. Total fertility and birth rates by age and Hispanic origin of mother and by race of mother for mothers of non-Hispanic origin:
United States, 1989-95—Con.

15-19 years
Total
fertility 1544 10-14 15-17 18-19 2024 2529 30-34 3589 4044  45-49
rate yearst years Total years years years years years years years years
Non-Hispanic”
Total®:
1995 . ... o 1,881.0 60.8 1.1 496 307 79.0 98.5 106.4 80.9 33.2 6.2 0.3
1994 . ........... 1,905.0 62.0 1.2 52.0 325 81.8 100.4 108.6 79.9 326 6.0 0.3
1993 .. ... .. 1,918.5 63.1 1.2 52.9 33.1 826 102.5 1104 79.0 31.7 57 0.3
1982%. . ... .. ..., 1,941.0 64.4 1.2 54.4 332 85.5 104.7 112.7 78.4 31.2 5.4 0.2
19913, ... .. .... . 1,959.5 65.4 1.3 56.1 344 86.1 106.6 114.0 77.8 30.8 5.1 0.2
1980%. . .......... 1,979.5 67.1 1.3 54.8 33.8 814 108.1 116.5 79.2 30.7 5.1 0.2
19895, . .......... 1,921.0 65.7 13 53.4 --- --- 107.8 113.4 74.7 28.6 4.8 0.2
White:
1995 .. ... ... 1,786.5 57.6 0.4 39.3 220 66.1 90.0 106.5 82.0 329 59 0.3
1994 .. ... ... 1,792.0 58.3 0.5 40.4 228 674 90.9 107.9 80.7 32.1 5.7 0.2
1998 .. ... ... ... 1,7925 59.0 0.5 40.7 22.7 67.7 92.1 109.2 79.4 31.1 5.3 0.2
1992%. ... .. .. 1,810.5 60.2 0.5 41.7 227 69.8 93.9 111.5 78.7 30.5 5.1 0.2
19913, . ... .. ... 1,826.5 61.0 0.5 434 236 70.5 95.7 1127 77.9 30.2 4.7 0.2
1990%. . .. ........ 1,850.5 62.8 0.5 425 23.2 66.6 g7.5 115.3 79.4 30.0 4.7 0.2
19895, . ... ... .... 1,770.0 60.5 0.4 399 .- .. 94.7 11.7 75.0 27.8 4.3 0.2
Black:
1995 ..... 000 n 2,245.0 74.5 4.3 99.3 72.1 1419 141.7 102.0 65.9 29.4 6.1 0.3
1994 . ........... 2,365.0 79.0 4.7 107.7 78.6 152.9 150.3 107.0 67.5 295 6.0 0.3
1993 .. ... .. ... 2,454.5 82.7 4.7 1122 825 156.7 157.4 1115 69.0 29.8 6.0 0.3
1992°. ... .. ...... 2,514.0 85.5 4.8 116.0 83.9 162.9 163.0 114.6 69.1 29.4 5.7 0.2
19913, .. ... ... 2,551.0 87.6 49 118.9 86.7 163.1 166.1 116.3 69.3 28.9 5.6 0.2
1990%. ... . e 2,547.5 89.0 5.0 116.2 849 157.5 165.1 118.4 70.2 28.7 5.6 03
1989%. . ....... 00 2,424.0 84.8 5.2 119 --- --- 156.3 113.8 65.7 26.3 53 0.3
- - - Data not available.

0.0 Quantity more than zero but less than 0.05.

* Figure does not meet standards of reliability or precision.

Rates computed by relating total births, regardiess of age of mother, to women 15-44 years of age
2persons of Hispanic origin may be of any race.

*Excludes data for New Hampshire, which did not report Hispanic origin.

“Excludes data for New Hampshire and Oklahoma, which did not report Hispanic origin.

SExcludes data for Louislana, New Hampshire, and Oklahoma, which did not report Hispanic origin.
Sincludes Central and South American and other and unknown Hispanic.

Tincludes origin not stated.

fincludes races other than white and black.
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Table 2. Birth rates for unmarried women by age and Hispanic origin and race of mother: United States, 1890-95
[Rates per 1,000 unmarried women in specific group]

15-19 years
15-44 15-17 18-19 20-24 25-29 30-34 35-39 4044
Year and origin and race of mother years' Total years years years years years years years®
Total
1995 . ... . 45.1 44.4 30.5 67.6 70.3 56.1 39.6 19.5 4.7
1994 .. ... 46.9 46.4 32.0 70.1 72.2 59.0 40.1 19.8 47
1993 . ... 45.3 44.5 30.6 66.9 69.2 57.1 38.5 18.0 4.4
1992 . ... e i e 45.2 44.6 30.4 67.3 68.5 56.5 379 18.8 41
1991 & ... e e 45.2 448 30.9 65.7 68.0 56.5 38.1 18.0 3.8
1980 . .. . e e e 43.8 425 29.6 60.7 65.1 56.0 37.6 17.3 3.6
Hispanic®
1995 . .. e e 95.0 78.7 56.3 117.9 148.9 133.8 89.2 434 12.2
1994 . .. .. L e 101.2 82.6 59.0 123.6 154.8 141.6 95.5 48.4 14.0
1998 . .. e, 95.2 74.6 51.9 114.6 140.5 1387.7 90.9 47.8 141
1992%. . . . . 95.3 72.9 51.0 110.5 142.2 138.3 91.8 48.1 14.5
< 93.7 72.4 50.5 109.6 135.4 1375 89.1 47.7 14.2
1980%. . . .o e 89.6 65.9 45.9 98.9 129.8 131.7 88.1 50.8 13.7
White, Total
1995 . . e 375 35.5 23.6 55.4 58.0 48.7 34.2 16.9 4.2
1894 . ... .. e 38.3 36.2 241 56.4 58.1 49.7 34.2 17.3 4.3
1998 . .. . 35.9 33.6 221 524 54.2 46.7 32.2 16.4 3.9
5 35.2 33.0 21.6 51.5 52.7 45.4 315 16.2 36
1991 . ... 34.6 32.8 21.8 49.6 51.5 446 31.1 15.2 3.2
1990 .. ittt e e 329 30.6 20.4 449 48.2 43.0 29.9 14.5 3.2
White, Non-Hispanic
1996 . ... i 28.2 27.7 17.6 445 43.8 34.9 25.3 13.0 32
1994 . . . ... e e 28.5 28.1 18.0 45.0 43.8 35.0 24.8 12.9 3.1
1993 . ... e .- ---
1892%, . L e --- .-
10914, L e
1990%. .. .. 24.4 25.0 16.2 37.0 364 30.3 20.5 6.1(%)
e
Black
1995 . ... e e e 75.9 92.8 68.6 131.2 127.7 84.8 543 25.6 6.0
1984 . .. L. e 82.1 100.9 75.1 141.6 138.1 93.6 57.2 26.3 59
1993 . ... e 84.0 102.4 76.8 141.6 142.2 94.5 57.3 259 58
2 86.5 105.9 78.0 147.8 1443 98.2 67.7 25.8 54
< 89.5 108.5 80.4 148.7 147.5 100.9 60.1 256 5.4
1990 . .. e e, 90.5 106.0 78.8 143.7 144.8 105.3 61.5 25.5 5.1
- - - Data not available.

1Computed by relating all births to unmarried women, regardless of age of mother, to unmarried women aged 1544 years.

2Computed by relating all births to unmarried women aged 40 years and over to unmarried women aged 4044 years.

3persons of Hispanic origin may be of any race.

“Rates for 1990 exclude data for Oklahoma and New Hampshire, which did not report Hispanic origin, and rates for 1991-92 excluded data for New Hampshire, which did not report Hispanic
origin.

SRate is based on births to unmarried women aged 35 years and older per 1,000 unmarried women aged 3544 years.
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Table 3. Percent of births by selected demographic characteristics of the mother by Hispanic origin of mother and by race of mother for
mothers of non-Hispanic origin: United States, 1989-95

Hispanic? Non-Hispanic
Central Other and
All Puerto and South unknown
Characteristic origins’ Total Mexican Rican Cuban American Hispanic Total® White Black
First births Percent
1995 ... e 41.6 38.8 38.0 40.7 44.1 40.0 1.7 422 427 39.7
1994 . .. i i e 41.2 38.8 379 40.3 434 39.9 413 41.7 423 388
1998 .. it i e e 40.7 38.0 37.2 39.8 421 38.7 4141 41.2 421 374
18924, .. i e 40.3 37.8 37.1 389 426 38.6 39.8 40.8 41.8 36.7
19914, ..t i i e e 40.7 38.1 37.4 394 420 38.9 40.3 41.2 423 37.0
19905, .. . ittt i, 40.9 37.8 36.6 39.9 423 39.1 40.9 41.4 42.4 373
B 41.0 37.3 35.6 40.9 42.9 39.3 40.1 4186 425 38.3
Fourth or higher order birth
1995 ... ittt it 10.3 13.8 15.0 12.7 5.7 11.3 1.2 9.6 8.1 15.0
2 . 10.5 14.3 15.5 13.1 6.4 1.7 15 9.7 8.2 15.4
1993 . ...ttt i e 10.7 14.8 16.1 134 6.3 12.4 1.5 9.9 8.2 159
1992% . .. L i 10.8 15.2 16.6 13.3 66 125 12.1 10.0 8.2 16.0
19914, .. ... .. ... e 10.7 15.3 16.8 135 6.6 126 123 9.9 8.1 156.7
19905, .. i ittt et i et 10.5 15.4 17.2 13.2 6.0 125 1.7 9.6 8.0 15.2
19808, .. .. it it 10.2 15.5 17.7 126 5.8 12.0 12.4 9.4 7.9 14.5
Under 20 years of age
1990 . ittt ittt e e i 13.1 17.9 18.8 23.5 7.7 10.6 20.1 12.2 9.8 23.3
1994 . .. .. i i i i i 13.1 17.8 18.6 23.2 7.3 10.4 20.8 12.2 9.7 233
= - S 12.8 17.4 18.2 223 6.8 9.9 21.0 12.0 9.5 229
1892% . . . e et 12.8 171 18.0 21.4 7.1 9.6 20.0 12.0 94 229
1991, . i e 13.0 17.2 18.1 21.7 7.1 9.4 19.7 122 9.6 23.2
19905, .. ittt i e e 12.8 16.8 17.7 21.7 7.7 9.0 19.0 12.1 9.6 23.2
1989%. . . . ittt 12.7 16.7 17.4 21.9 7.0 8.6 19.2 121 9.6 235
Unmarried
1985 . i it ii it ittt et 32.2 40.8 38.1 60.0 23.8 44.1 440 30.4 212 70.0
1994 ... . it it 326 43.1 40.8 60.2 29 459 435 305 20.8 70.7
1998 ... ittt . 31.0 40.0 87.0 59.4 21.0 452 38.7 20.3 18.5 68.9
1882% . it 30.2 39.1 36.3 575 20.2 439 376 285 18.5 68.3
19814, L i e 29.6 38.5 35.3 575 19.5 43.1 379 28.0 18.0 68.2
1890%. .. vt i it e PR 28.1 36.7 33.3 556.9 18.2 41.2 37.2 26.6 16.9 66.7
18898, .. .. i e 27.0 35.5 31.7 56.2 175 38.9 37.0 25.6 16.1 66.0
12 years or more of education
1995 . ittt 774 47.9 41.4 61.4 85.6 58.3 66.2 83.6 86.7 714
L =7 774 47.3 40.5 60.4 85.0 58.0 66.1 83.1 86.5 709
1998 L.t ittt it i i e 76.7 46.6 39.6 59.7 85.4 57.0 66.1 82.6 86.0 704
19924, .. .... s e 76.4 45.9 38.7 59.0 84.4 56.4 65.3 82.1 855 70.2
199147 . . e 756 455 38.3 57.7 83.1 55.4 65.5 81.3 847 69.6
189057 . .o i it e it 76.1 46.1 38.6 57.2 82.1 55.8 66.7 81.5 84.8 69.9
198987 . . Lt e 76.8 47.2 38.7 56.2 82.1 56.3 65.5 815 84.7 70.1
Bom in the 50 States and
the District of Columbia

1995 . ...ttt i i it i 81.5 38.4 38.4 61.0 35.8 7.6 74.6 90.6 95.3 91.1
< 7 81.5 37.3 37.0 59.8 34.6 6.7 74.4 90.5 949 91.6
1998 . ... ittt e 82.4 375 36.6 59.2 315 6.2 81.9 913 955 92.6
19924 . .. e 829 375 364 589 27.7 5.6 80.2 91.6 95.6 93.0
19914, L e 83.7 38.2 374 57.9 252 47 79.6 91.9 95.8 93.2
19905, .. i i i it i e PR 84.3 38.8 38.2 56.7 20.6 4.4 791 92.1 95.8 93.2
19898, . L ... .. i 85.2 113 40.0 55.3 19.2 40 80.7 922 95.9 93.0

Tincludes origin not stated.

2Persons of Hispanic origin may be of any race.

3includes races other than white and black.

“Excludes data for New Hampshire, which did not report Hispanic origin.

SExcludes data for New Hampshire and Oklahoma, which did not report Hispanic origin.

SExcludes data for Louisiana, New Hampshire, and Oklahoma, which did not report Hispanic origin.
?Excludes data for New York State and Washington, which did not repost education.
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Table 4. Percent of births by selected characteristics of the pregnancy and delivery by Hispanic origin of mother and by race of mother
for mothers of non-Hispanic origin: United States, 1989-95

Hispanic® Non-Hispanic
Central Other and
All and South unknown
Characteristic origins' Total Mexican Puerto Rican Cuban American Hispanic Total® White Black
Prenatal care in 1st trimester Percent
1895 . . . ... . i 81.3 70.8 69.1 74.0 89.2 73.2 74.3 83.5 87.1 70.4
1984 . . .. ... e 80.2 68.9 67.3 71.7 90.1 71.2 72.1 82.5 86.5 68.3
1993 . . .. e 78.9 66.6 64.8 70.0 88.9 68.7 700 81.3 85.6 66.1
19924 L L. e 777 64.2 62.1 67.8 86.8 66.8 68.0 80.3 84.9 64.0
19914 . .. e 76.2 61.0 58.7 65.0 854 63.4 65.6 78.9 83.7 61.9
1990° . .. .. ... 75.8 60.2 57.8 63.5 84.8 61.5 66.4 78.5 83.3 60.7
1889% . . ... ... 75.5 59.5 56.7 62.7 83.2 60.8 66.0 78.0 82.7 59.9
Cesarean delivery rate”
1995 . . . . . .. e e 20.8 20.2 19.7 20.3 30.2 21.2 205 21.0 21.0 21.8
1994 . .. . ... . 21.2 20.5 20.0 20.5 30.9 21.6 20.8 21.4 21.5 21.9
1993 .. .. .. e 21.8 20.9 20.3 214 31.6 21.8 21.9 22.0 22.2 22,0
19924 . .. ... e 22.3 21.2 20.5 21.9 339 221 225 22.5 22.8 222
19914 . ... 22.6 21.6 2141 21.8 33.4 21.6 22.6 22.8 23.2 21.9
19805 . . ... ... 22.7 21.2 20.3 2241 34.7 216 22.8 23.0 23.4 22.1
1989% . . ... ... ... ... 229 215 20.4 222 35.5 22.0 23.0 23.2 23.6 22.2
Born out of hospital
1895 . . .. i i 1.0 0.8 0.9 0.6 0.3 0.5 0.9 1.0 1.1 0.6
1994 .. ... i 1.0 0.9 1.1 0.6 0.4 0.5 1.0 1.0 14 0.7
1993 . . . e e 1.0 0.9 1.1 0.6 0.3 0.5 0.6 1.0 1.1 0.8
1992% . ... e 1.0 i1 1.3 0.6 0.5 0.6 0.7 1.0 1.1 0.8
19914 . . ... i 1.1 1.2 15 0.7 0.5 0.6 0.8 1.1 1.2 0.8
19905 .. ... i 1.1 1.4 1.8 0.6 0.5 0.7 0.8 1.1 1.4 0.8
1989% . ... ... 1.2 1.7 23 0.6 0.4 0.7 0.8 1.1 1.1 0.9
Midwife attendant

1995 . . . ... i e 6.0 79 7.1 9.7 4.0 10.3 9.0 8.5 5.3 6.1
1994 . . . . .. ... . 5.5 7.6 7.0 9.2 3.5 10.0 8.1 5.1 4.8 55
1993 . . . . .o e 53 7.6 7.0 9.0 3.5 105 7.2 4.7 4.4 5.3
1992% ... e 4.9 75 6.9 8.7 4.6 10.1 6.6 4.4 4.0 5.3
19914 . .. 4.4 6.8 6.1 8.6 4.2 9.3 6.0 4.0 3.8 4.7
19905 . . ... .. .. 3.9 6.2 5.7 8.1 4.2 8.7 4.7 3.5 3.2 4.4
1989% . .. ... ... .. 3.7 6.5 6.6 6.9 3.4 8.0 3.9 3.3 29 4.2

*Includes origin not stated.

2Persons of Hispanic origin may be of any race.

3Includes races other than white and black.

‘Excludes data for New Hampshire, which did not report Hispanic origin.

SExcludes data for New Hampshire and Oklahoma, which did not report Hispanic origin.

SExcludes data for Louisiana, New Hampshire, and Oklahama, which did not report Hispanic origin.
TPercent of all births by cesarean delivery.
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Table 5. Percent of births by selected characteristics of the infant by Hispanic orlgin of mother and by race of mother for mothers of
non-Hispanic origin: United States, 1989-95

Hispanic® Non-Hispanic
Central Other and
All and South unknown
Characteristic origing?  Total Mexican Puerto Rican  Cuban American Hispanic Tota®  White  Black
Preterm* Percent
1995 . ... i i e e e 11.0 109 10.6 13.4 101 10.7 1.7 1.0 94 17.8
2 1 1.0 10.9 10.6 13.4 10.1 10.7 11.6 1.0 93 18.2
1998 . ... i i i s 11.0 11.0 10.7 13.3 104 10.7 "7 11.0 9.1 186
= 10.7 10.7 104 13.2 10.0 10.5 .2 10.7 8.7 18.6
19918, ... e 10.8 1.0 10.6 135 9.7 10.9 1.1 10.8 8.7 19.0
19908, ... i e 10.6 1.0 10.6 13.4 9.8 10.9 1.2 " 106 85 189
BT L 10.6 1.1 10.7 138 9.3 10.7 1.3 10.5 8.4 19.0
Low birthweight®
1995 ....... C e eaa e e 7.3 6.3 5.8 9.4 6.5 6.2 7.5 75 6.2 13.2
2 7 7.3 6.2 5.8 9.1 6.3 6.0 75 7.5 6.1 133
1998 ... i it i i e 7.2 6.2 5.8 9.2 6.2 5.9 7.5 74 59 134
1892%. .. ... ... P 71 6.1 5.6 9.2 6.1 58 7.2 73 5.7 134
19915, . . it i e 7.1 6.1 5.6 9.4 5.6 59 7.2 7.3 5.7 18.6
1990%. . . ...ttt e 7.0 6.1 5.5 8.0 5.7 5.8 6.9 741 5.6 18.3
19897 . . i it ittt it e e 7.0 6.2 5.6 9.5 58 5.8 6.7 74 56 13.6
Very low birthweight®
12 1 L= 2 1.3 1.1 1.0 1.8 1.2 11 13 1.4 1.0 3.0
1994 . .. it it it it st e s e 1.3 1.1 1.0 1.6 13 11 1.3 1.4 1.0 3.0
1993 .. it e e 1.3 1.1 1.0 1.7 1.2 1.0 1.2 1.4 1.0 3.0
19925, .ttt ittt e 13 10 0.9 1.7 1.2 1.0 14 1.3 0.9 3.0
8 L 2 P 13 10 0.9 1.7 1.1 1.0 11 1.3 0.9 3.0
19905, L it i e i 1.3 1.0 0.9 1.6 12 11 1.1 1.3 0.9 29
e L 13 11 0.9 1.7 1.1 1.1 1.0 1.3 0.9 3.0
Bom in multiple births

2 1= T 26 1.9 1.8 23 27 1.9 22 27 28 29
1994 . ... . i i i e 26 1.9 1.8 23 2.7 1.9 20 2.7 2.7 3.0
1883 .. i it e e 25 1.9 19 22 27 19 2.0 26 2.6 2.9
L veas 24 1.9 1.8 23 24 1.8 1.9 25 25 28
18915, . . i i 24 1.9 1.8 20 24 1.9 20 25 25 28
18908, . . .. it it 23 1.8 1.8 21 21 1.8 2.0 24 24 27
18897 . . . ittt it 23 1.9 1.8 22 2.0 1.8 1.7 24 23 2.7

Tincludes origi not stated.

2Persons of Hispanic origin may ba of any race.

3includes races other than white and black.

“Bomn before 37 completed weeks of gestation.

SExchudes data for New Harnpshire, which did not report Hispanic origin.

®Excludes data for New Hampshire and Oklahoma, which did not report Hispanic origin.

Excludes data for Louisiana, New Hampshire, and Oklahoma, which did not report Hispanic origin.
SBirthwelght of less than 2,500 grams (5 pounds 8 ounces).

SBirthweight of less than 1,500 grams (3 pounds 4 ounces).



Table 6. Live births by age and Hispanic origin of mother and by race of mother for mothers of non-Hispanic origin: United States, 1989-95 >
15-19 years
All Under 15 16 17 18 19 20-24 25-29 30-34 35-39 4044 45-49
ages 15 years Total years years years years years years years years years years years
All origins'
1995. . ... .. o 3,899,589 12,242 499,873 30,734 62,174 99,600 138,535 168,830 965,547 1,063,539 904,666 383,745 67,250 2,727
1994. . .. ... ... ... 3,952,767 12,901 505,488 30,742 63,126 101,302 137,547 172,772 1,001,418 1,088,845 906,498 371,608 63,502 2,507
1993. .. ... 4,000,240 12,554 501,093 30,074 61,960 98,501 138,313 172,245 1,038,127 1,128,862 901,151 357,063 69,071 2,329
19922 . . ... ... ... 4,049,024 12,210 504,353 29,240 60,035 97,980 138,350 178,748 1,067,257 1,173,925 890,733 343,079 55,462 2,005
19912 .. oL L 4,094,566 12,006 518,421 28,779 60,413 98,699 143,682 186,848 1,086,199 1,214,456 880,430 329,471 51,879 1,704
1990 ... ... ... .. 4,092,994 11,535 512,978 27,363 57,033 96,055 142,503 190,024 1,075,072 1,256,814 873,275 313,630 48,067 1,623 <
1989% ... ... ... 3,803,012 10,948 485,434 25,560 54,905 93,042 138,387 173,540 1,036,156 1,221,366 818,011 286,296 43,235 1,566 8
spanic® 3
Hispanic <
Total: <
1995 ... .. ... 679,768 3,187 118,449 8,322 16,185 24,168 31,710 38,064 208,211 178,258 115,063 46,964 9,257 379 5"
1994 ....... ... .. 665,026 3,147 115,232 7,924 15,740 23,680 30,538 37,350 205,732 176,031 111,461 44,370 8,686 367 ;
1983 . ... .. ... 654,418 2,950 110,695 7,142 14,786 22,507 30,052 36,208 204,875 176,057 108,531 42,788 8,162 360 a"
19922, . ... ... ... 643,271 2,715 107,421 6,911 14,069 21,679 29,075 35,687 203,943 174,834 104,527 41,540 7,954 337 &
19912, ... ... 623,085 2,484 104,651 6,411 13,440 20,907 28,517 35,376 199,329 170,362 99,819 38,690 7,443 307 g
1990%, .. ... ... ... 595,073 2,346 97,685 5,790 12,064 19,329 26,839 33,663 189,193 166,105 96,079 36,374 6,971 320 @
1989%. ... ..., ... 532,249 2,125 86,755 5,194 10,719 17,487 23,952 29,403 169,687 149,488 85,127 32,595 6,203 269 (?
Mexican: 8,
1885 ... ... . ... 469,615 2,319 85,781 5,995 11,667 17,366 23,024 27,729 151,485 122,606 72,487 28,937 5,758 242 ';'
1994 .. ... ... ..., 454,536 2,183 82,330 5,668 11,146 16,793 21,820 27,003 148,075 118,987 69,973 27,295 5,450 243
1993 ... ... o 443,733 2,008 78,587 4,947 10,212 15,973 21,396 26,059 146,264 117,489 67,721 26,315 5,106 243 9__
19922 .. ... ... 432,047 1,828 75,956 4,757 9,735 15,255 20,645 25,564 143,074 114,876 65,190 25,843 5,049 231 n
19912, ... L. 411,233 1,722 72,842 4,314 9,273 14,486 20,083 24,686 137,293 108,322 61,436 23,767 4,646 205 &
1990%. .. .. ... ... 386,640 1,566 66,615 3,849 8,112 13,222 18,514 22,918 127,893 104,560 58,438 22,113 4,270 195 P
19894, ... ... ... 327,233 1,345 55,666 3,209 6,845 11,202 15,408 19,002 108,016 89,453 49,940 19,004 3,642 167 Z
serto Rican: )
1995 .. ... L., 54,824 371 12,522 986 1,870 2,688 3,326 3,653 16,848 12,990 8,172 3,305 591 25 °
1994 .. ... ..., 57,240 408 12,867 1,011 1,943 2,820 3,316 3,777 17,821 13,764 8,475 3,316 567 21 m
1993 . ... ... ... 58,102 405 12,566 977 1,885 2,662 3,399 3,643 18,532 14,388 8,460 3,121 595 35 8
19922, ... ... ... 59,569 403 12,350 946 1,793 2,578 3,257 3,776 19,856 15,045 8,261 3,062 567 5 c
19912, ... ... ... 59,833 324 12,630 926 1,793 2,618 3,319 3,974 20,169 15,154 8,105 2,880 549 22 g
1990%. .. ... ..., 58,807 360 12,420 837 1,678 2,485 3,333 4,087 19,811 15,071 7.834 2,729 550 32
1089%. .. ... .. ..., 56,229 345 11,993 842 1,659 2,528 3,299 3,765 19,391 14,136 7,266 2,592 489 17 N
Cuban §
1995 .. ... 12,473 11 954 53 117 173 268 343 2,400 3,642 3,873 1,346 242 5 o
1994 ............ 11,889 21 845 45 94 194 219 293 2,347 3,641 3,606 1,185 236 8
1993 ........ ..., 11,916 16 790 35 104 139 210 302 2,219 3,935 3,565 1,198 190 3
19922, ... ... ... 11,472 22 797 44 88 135 222 308 2,106 4,113 3,149 1,087 195 3
19912, ... .. 11,058 9 775 33 a3 164 231 264 2,081 4,174 2,864 1,014 137 4
1990%. . ....... .., 11,311 16 851 35 87 165 251 313 2,176 4,420 2,680 1,006 156 6
1989%. .. .. ... 10,842 10 747 43 85 154 186 279 2,415 4,233 2,409 889 133 6
See focinotes &t end of table




Table 6. Live births by age and Hispanic origin of mother and by race of mother for mothers of non-Hispanic origin: United States, 1989-95—Con.

15-19 years
All Under 15 16 17 18 19 20-24 25-29 30-34 35-39 4044 45-49
ages 16 years Total years yoars years years years years years years years years years
Central and South
American:
1995 . ...... . ... 94,996 188 9,874 599 1,170 1,966 2,645 3,494 23,554 27,361 22,029 9,881 2,026 83
1994 ............ 93,485 204 9,563 556 1,149 1,873 2,563 3,422 23,208 27,820 21,274 9,451 1,890 75
1993 . ... et 92,371 217 8,924 500 1,077 1,695 2,449 3,203 23,350 28,182 20,800 9,083 1,757 58
19922, .. ......... 89,031 199 8,342 463 973 1,610 2,275 3,021 22,866 27,848 19,667 8,452 1,693 64
19912, .. .. ..., 86,908 180 8,006 419 881 1,521 2,158 3,027 22,933 27,439 18,833 7,924 1,634 59
1990%. . ... e 83,008 132 7377 383 782 1,351 2,009 2,852 22,207 26,704 17,882 7,249 1,393 64
1989%. . .......... 72,443 127 6,079 266 619 1,137 1,713 2,344 19,757 23,548 15,266 6,359 1,262 55
Other and unknown
Hispanic:
1995 .. ... ... 47,860 298 9,318 689 1,361 1,975 2,448 2,845 13,924 11,659 8,502 3,495 640 24
1994 ... .. ... .. 47,876 330 9,627 744 1,408 2,000 2,620 2,855 14,281 11,819 8,133 3,123 543 20
1993 ... ..., 48,296 304 9,828 683 1,508 2,038 2,598 3,001 14,510 12,063 7,985 3,071 514 21
19922, . ... v hen 51,152 263 9,976 701 1,480 2,101 2,676 3,018 16,041 12,952 8,260 3,096 550 14
19912, . .......... 54,053 249 10,398 719 1,400 2,128 2,726 3,425 16,853 14,273 8,581 3,105 677 17
19908, ........... 56,307 282 10,422 686 1,405 2,106 2,732 3,493 17,106 15,350 9,245 3,277 602 23
1989%. . ... ... .. .. 65,502 298 12,270 834 1,611 2,466 3,346 4,013 20,108 18,118 10,256 3,751 677 24
Non-Hispanic®
Total:
1996 .. ... ..., 3,160,495 8,960 376,116 22,147 45418 74,324 105,369 128,858 745,674 869,005 772,764 329,163 56,632 2,301
1994 ............ 3,245,116 9,642 385,647 22,574 46,804 76,717 105,739 133,818 786,203 901,204 784,147 322,323 63,857 2,092
1993 . ... .. h 3,295,345 9,499 386,017 22,676 46,647 75,181 107,063 134,450 822,431 938,993 779,080 307,783 49,646 1,896
19922, ., ....... ... 3,365,862 9,397 393,248 22,128 45,527 75,595 108,262 141,736 854,646 987,714 775,855 296,828 46,553 1,621
19912, .. .. ... ... 3,434,464 9,437 409,836 22,138 46,514 77,043 114,097 150,044 878,094 1,033,586 771,687 286,782 43,764 1,378
1990%. ...l 3,457,417 9,104 410,841 21,340 44,475 75,867 114,471 154,688 876,268 1,078,760 767,560 273,220 40,386 1,278
19894, . ... ... ... 3,297,493 8,616 389,662 19,891 43,169 73,806 111,853 140,943 847,694 1,049,740 716,968 247,570 35,991 1,252
White:
1995 . ..... ... 2,382,638 2,711 230,024 9,848 24,056 44,439 66,529 85,152 529,499 684,135 627,126 263,469 43,895 1,779
1994 ............ 2,438,855 2,858 232,731 9,625 24,509 45,088 65,976 87,534 556,019 708,577 637,244 257,984 41,917 1,525
1993 . ... i 2,472,031 2,867 231,038 9,572 24,030 43,484 66,682 87,270 581,946 738,136 632,562 245,717 38,370 1,395
19922, . ... ... 2,527,207 2,689 234,338 9,086 23,211 43,71 66,535 91,735 605,526 779,761 630,853 236,747 36,090 1,203
19912, ... .. .l 2,589,878 2,721 246,570 9,444 23,899 44,531 70,592 98,104 626,666 820,779 628,209 230,211 33,806 916
1990%. . ... .. .h s 2,626,500 2,602 249,954 8,854 22,793 44,127 71,752 102,428 631,233 863,490 627,057 219,811 31,508 845
1989%. ... ... e 2,526,367 2,375 239,303 8,216 22,132 43,642 71,036 94,277 619,006 847,236 589,117 200,338 28,129 863
Black:
1995 . ........ .. 587,781 5,822 130,907 11,322 19,564 27,026 34,644 38,351 179,209 129,752 93,126 41,265 7,454 246
1994 ............ 619,198 6,365 137,907 12,048 20,409 28,780 35,695 40,975 192,939 137,891 96,016 40,733 7,115 232
1993 . ... ... 641,273 6,295 140,278 12,177 20,888 28,864 36,418 41,931 203,219 146,862 97,689 39,921 6,774 235
19922, . ..., ... 657,450 6,339 144,259 12,258 20,598 29,072 37,698 44,633 211,468 158,557 97,263 38,163 6,223 178
19912, ... ..., . 666,758 6,338 148,342 11,849 20,902 29,746 39,323 46,522 214,499 158,613 96,715 36,195 5,869 187
1990%. .. ......... 661,701 6,204 147,521 11,736 20,227 29,287 39,055 47,216 210,491 162,091 95,653 34,215 5,341 185
1989%. .. ... ...... 611,269 5,993 137,505 10,992 19,565 27,715 37,318 41,915 195,348 151,770 86,008 29,744 4,721 180

ncludes origin not stated.

2Excludes data for New Hampshire, which did not report Hispanic origin.
4Excludes data for Loulsiana, New Hampshire, and Oklahoma, which did not report Hispanic origin.

3Excludes data for New Hampshire and Oklahoma, which did not report Hispanic origin.
Sincludes races other than white and black.

Sparsons of Hispanic origin may be of any race.
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Table 7. Live births by Hispanic origin of mother and by race of mother for mothers of non-Hispanic origin: United States and each

State, 1989-95
Hispanic' Non-Hispanic
Central Other and
All Puerto and South  unknown Not
origins Total Mexican Rican Cuban American Hispanic Total? White Black stated
United States
1995, . ... ..o 3,899,589 679,768 469,616 54,824 12473 94,996 47,860 3,160,495 2,382,638 587,781 59,326
1994. . ... ..., 3,952,767 665,026 454,536 57,240 11,889 93,485 47,876 3,245,115 2,438,855 619,198 42,626
1993. ... ... . ... 4,000,240 654,418 443,733 58,102 11,916 92,371 48,296 3,295,345 2,472,031 641,273 50,477
1992% . ... ... . ... 4,049,024 643,271 432,047 59,569 11,472 89,031 51,152 3,365,862 2,527,207 657,450 39,891
19913 ... ... .. 4,094,566 623,085 411,233 59,833 11,058 86,908 54,053 3,434,464 2,589,878 666,758 37,017
1990* . . ... ... ... 4,092,894 595,073 385,640 58,807 11,311 83,008 56,307 3,457,417 2,626,500 661,701 40,504
1989° .. ... .. ... 3,903,012 532249 327,233 56,229 10,842 72,443 65,502 3,297,493 2,526,367 611,269 73,270
Alabama
1995. . .. . i 60,329 758 483 92 20 107 56 69,544 39,073 19,830 27
1994. ... ... . ... 60,939 579 337 60 15 92 75 60,320 39,132 20,615 40
1993. .. ... ..o 61,706 509 288 87 15 81 38 61,137 38,508 21,067 60
1992. . ... .. 62,260 444 260 86 10 48 40 61,801 39,774 21,488 15
1891, ...l 62,810 400 218 97 13 a7 35 62,396 40,296 21,616 14
1990, . ... ... oo 63,487 344 160 57 i2 43 72 63,104 40,778 21,830 39
1989. .......... ... 62,568 330 140 45 14 49 82 62,111 39,991 21,628 127
Alaska
1995. . .. ... ... 10,244 574 236 56 4 54 224 9,625 6,581 421 45
1994. ... . ... ... 10,678 580 200 58 4 42 276 9,905 6,897 461 193
1993. ..., .. .. .. 11,073 439 221 45 8 79 86 10,620 7,106 570 14
1992, .. ... .. .. 11,726 373 197 38 8 48 82 11,338 7,590 531 15
1991, .. ... 11,686 367 185 46 7 34 85 11,310 7,561 507 9
1990, . ... ... 11,902 328 200 39 7 25 57 11,567 7,779 529 7
1989. . ....... .. ... 11,666 319 165 47 4 22 81 11,334 7,649 527 13
Arizona
1985. ..., .o . 72,463 25,504 24,538 193 41 429 303 46,727 38,474 2,166 232
1994. . ... ... ... ... 70,846 24,135 23,194 190 41 507 203 45,135 36,597 2,322 1,576
1993....... ... ... 69,056 22,579 21,693 149 39 423 275 45,340 36,517 2,272 1,137
1992, . ... oL 68,829 21,862 21,017 164 31 369 281 46,907 37,790 2,399 60
1891, .. ... vl 68,109 20,552 19,737 153 28 360 274 47,499 38,214 2,482 58
1990. .. ... .. ... 68,995 19,663 18,943 163 20 276 261 49,256 39,775 2,527 76
1989......... ... .. 67,196 18,017 17,263 137 23 232 362 48,898 39,367 2,464 281
Arkansas
1995. ....... . ... 35,175 1,004 837 23 7 100 37 34,107 25,962 7,648 64
1994. . ...... ... ... 34,718 782 650 32 6 63 31 33,893 25,594 7,806 43
1893. ... ... Lo 34,289 579 473 23 5 42 36 33,668 25,403 7.822 42
1992, .. ...l 34,820 472 381 22 6 28 35 34,336 25,828 8,133 12
199, .. ... .. 35,479 379 208 9 4 23 45 35,092 26,425 8,288 8
1990. .. ... oo e it 36,457 414 246 32 2 23 111 35,925 27,0585 8,492 118
1989. . . ... . . 35,91 321 227 10 3 13 68 35,299 26,595 8,413 291
California
1995. . ..., .. .. 562,045 254,001 218,238 2,008 828 27,207 5,720 296,073 196,695 39,284 1,971
1894. . ... . 567,930 257,750 219,046 2,064 837 28,508 7,295 306,435 204,476 41,510 3,745
1993. . . ..o 585,324 262,313 221,905 2,162 864 29,739 7,643 316,168 213,326 43,497 6,843
1992, .. ... vl 601,730 263,525 222,060 2,110 850 30,241 8,264 334,523 228,252 45,510 3,682
1991. . ... oL 610,077 258,005 214,335 2,129 902 30,000 10,639 349,122 242,274 46,756 2,950
1990. . ......... ... 612,628 245,592 200,129 2,015 913 28,418 14,117 362,993 255,913 48,004 4,043
1989. ...... ... .t 569,992 211,836 163,349 1,883 832 24,599 21,173 355,386 252,452 47,343 2,770

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table 7. Live births by Hispanic origin of mother and by race of mother for mothers of non-Hispanic origin: United States and each
State, 1989-95—Con.

Hispanic? Non-Hispanic

Central Other and

All Puerto and South unknown Not

origins Total Mexican Rican Cuban  American Hispanic Total® White Black stated

Colorado
1895. . ... ...t 54,332 11,523 7,291 185 29 249 3,769 42,580 38,142 2,518 229
1994.. ... e 54,071 10,667 6,695 154 34 211 3,573 43,391 38,930 2,679 13
1993, .. i 54,022 10,268 5,823 139 35 204 4,067 43,695 39,156 2,849 59
1992, ... ... 54,535 10,303 5,375 148 25 181 4,574 44,201 39,512 2,919 31
1991, ...t 53,813 9,803 4,813 150 18 165 4,656 43,954 39,487 2,820 56
1990, ... ... ... 53,525 9,278 4,668 121 24 329 4,136 44,159 39,791 2,832 88
1989. ... ... 52,711 8,466 3,823 101 14 100 4,428 44,187 39,873 2,714 58

Connecticut

1995. ... ... 44,334 5,505 294 3,839 80 1,000 292 37,060 30,867 4,974 1,769
1994. ... ..., 45,655 5,297 267 3,786 53 908 283 37,751 31,684 4,836 2,607
1993. ... L. 46,700 5,381 188 3,929 43 874 347 38,952 32,664 5,199 2,367
1992, ........ . ... 47,573 5476 167 3,824 63 753 669 39,607 33,228 5,349 2,490
1991, ... i 48,566 5,234 144 3,806 68 718 498 40,198 33,737 5,451 3,134
1990. ... .ottt 50,123 5,318 169 3,869 78 615 587 40,381 34,207 5,199 4,424
1989. .. .. ... 49,464 4,809 120 3,528 51 433 677 40,009 34,028 5,097 4,646

Delaware
1895. ... .. i it 10,266 585 232 237 2 102 12 9,670 7,134 2,326 1
1994, . ... .. ... 10,411 526 204 204 8 83 17 9,870 7,324 2,315 15
1998, ... o i 10,568 472 190 187 9 60 26 10,079 7,510 2,363 17
1992. . ... .. ol 10,656 426 173 189 3 34 27 10,204 7,504 2,502 26
1991. ... e 11,190 407 118 248 3 19 19 10,772 7,725 2,831 1
1990. .......... . 11,118 323 84 186 7 19 27 10,785 8,055 2,564 5
1989. .t ivi it 10,730 319 74 190 7 18 30 10,404 7,726 2,514 7

District of Columbia

1995. . ... it 9,014 685 30 16 4 564 71 8,267 1,354 6,736 62
1894, . . ... . 9,930 850 40 1 - 751 48 9,040 1,260 7,618 40
1993..... e 10,629 930 44 8 3 830 45 9,692 1,355 8,154 7
1992, ..., 00 il 10,960 893 68 8 7 767 43 10,025 1,319 8,521 42
1991. ... .0l 11,776 865 39 14 6 767 39 10,804 1,401 9,185 107
1990....... ... ... 11,850 890 4 20 8 781 37 10,904 1,640 9,030 56
1989. ....00 v e ne 11,789 734 36 17 13 602 66 11,003 1,568 9,168 52

Florida
1995...... veeea... 188,728 34,509 6,584 5,860 8,517 11,433 2,115 154,120 108,831 41,191 94
1994. ............. 190,654 32,895 6,179 5,866 8,032 11,179 1,639 157,640 111,500 42,299 119
1993. ... .0 iile 192,537 31,550 5,758 5827 7,976 10,409 2,080 160,921 114,016 43,470 66
1992, . ... iii i 191,713 29,367 5,318 4,793 7,565 9,580 2,121 162,220 115,131 43,954 126
1991.............. 194,001 28,183 5,152 4,510 7,074 8,954 2,483 165,718 118,154 44,681 100
1890. ... .o it 199,339 27,570 5,003 4,295 7,380 8,614 2,278 171,594 123,514 45,362 175
1989. ... .o v .. 193,131 25,313 4,430 3,685 7,100 7,940 2,158 167,221 120,558 44,177 597

Georgia
1995. . ... ... ... 112,282 5,067 3,697 368 79 665 258 106,672 66,497 38,217 543
1994, . ... ... 111,011 4,363 3,028 356 90 625 264 106,400 65,309 38,852 248
1993. .. . ool L. 110,622 3,467 2,328 313 90 520 216 106,939 65,281 39,707 216
1992, ... i 111,116 2,932 1,876 280 98 441 237 107,967 65,794 40,279 217
1991, ... .ot 110,288 2,587 1,592 253 94 427 221 107,403 65,513 40,173 298
1980. .. .. .. in... 112,666 2,263 1,311 277 58 367 250 109,961 68,005 40,412 442
1989. . ... . cinn.. 110,272 1,793 933 262 70 308 220 107,779 67,115 39,193 700

See footnotes at end of table.



20 —— Monthly Vital Statistics Report @ Vol. 46, No. 6(S) @ February 12, 1998 i —

Table 7. Live births by Hispanic origin of mother and by race of mother for mothers of non-Hispanic origin: United States and each
State, 1989-95—Con.

Hispanic® Non-Hispanic
Central Cther and
All Puerto and South unknown Not
origins Total Mexican Rican Cuban American Hispanic Total® White Black stated
Hawaii
1995. ......... ... 18,595 2,029 407 608 9 58 947 16,555 4,311 540 1
1994, ... ... ... ... 19,517 2,176 418 663 10 60 1,025 17,334 4,728 601 7
1993. ... .. ... ... .. " 19,593 2,192 394 662 12 61 1,063 17,392 4,858 602 9
1992. ... ... ..., 19,864 2,241 361 658 12 52 1,158 17,618 5,084 €54 5
1991. ... ... oL 19,922 2,230 318 628 15 47 1,222 17,685 5,224 £§97 7
1990. ... ... .. ... 20,489 2,437 348 628 16 46 1,399 18,050 5,472 651 2
1989........ ... ... 19,367 1,951 272 540 14 52 1,073 17,411 5,407 663 5
Idaho
1895. .. ... ... ... 18,035 2,040 1,791 12 4 50 183 15,892 15,375 71 103
1894. ............. 17,526 1,978 1,695 10 2 45 226 15,512 14,972 59 36
1993. .. ... ... 17,440 1,850 1,565 17 8 35 235 15,668 15,044 44 22
1992. .......... ... 17,362 1,768 1,421 14 2 38 283 15,566 15,065 55 38
1991. ... ... ... 16,821 1,535 1,228 13 3 21 270 15,259 14,792 52 27
1980.............. 16,433 1,434 1,195 1" 1 32 195 14,968 14,521 42 31
1989. .. ... ... ... .. 15,883 1,177 961 k| 1 15 189 14,664 14,155 49 42
lliinois
1995. ... ... . .. 185,812 32,166 26,168 3,075 196 898 1,829 153,562 110,180 37,308 84
1994. ............. 189,267 30,350 24,086 3,068 189 863 2,144 158,799 112,066 40,798 108
1983....... ... ... 190,788 28,610 22,028 3,228 223 1,540 1,591 162,024 113,842 42,573 154
1992, ............. 191,396 27,333 21,015 3,260 210 1,068 1,780 163,601 116,760 42,346 462
1991. ... . i 194,231 25,727 19,272 3,208 193 1,144 1,910 167,013 119,739 41,996 1,491
1990. .. ........... 195,790 24,245 17,653 3,406 241 1,267 1,678 169,681 122,854 41,808 1,864
1989. .. ........... 190,308 21,777 14,638 3,234 170 1,282 2,453 165,528 120,912 39,862 3,003
Indiana
1995. .. ... ... ... 82,835 2,546 1,921 27 20 131 203 80,120 70,525 8,674 169
1994. . . ... ... ... 82,595 2,324 1,759 253 20 105 187 80,004 70,172 8,941 267
1993........... ... 83,949 2,131 1,608 260 18 87 158 81,701 71,507 9,341 117
1992, ............. 84,140 1,941 1,422 266 13 75 165 82,109 71,956 9,392 20
1991. ... L. 85,707 1,841 1,364 222 9 47 199 83,729 73,528 9,453 137
1990. ... ... ... 86,214 1,856 1,355 248 13 5% 185 84,057 73,933 9,386 301
1989. ... ... ih. .. 83,469 1,590 1,185 190 8 67 140 81,538 71,925 8,927 341
lowa
1995......... ... 36,810 1,279 1,009 35 8 108 119 35,270 33,463 963 261
1984........... ... 37,079 1,060 843 23 7 39 148 35,985 34,177 1,047 34
1993. ... ... .. 37,826 967 804 23 6 52 82 36,820 35,004 1,084 39
1992, ... .. ... 38,469 853 496 18 4 47 288 37,586 35,724 1,167 30
1991, . .. oL 38,989 732 448 20 6 24 234 38,215 36,371 1,148 42
1890. ... ... ... ... 39,409 623 378 8 2 28 206 38,758 37,080 1,038 28
1989. .. ... ... 39,018 572 300 21 5 25 221 38,421 36,797 1,041 25
Kansas
1986. .. ... Lt 37,201 2,828 2,370 71 14 140 233 34,019 30,010 2,857 354
1994. .. ... ... ... .. 37,379 2,694 2,224 75 18 109 268 34,321 30,194 3,102 364
1993. ... .. ... ... 37,406 2,417 2,040 65 12 94 206 34,566 30,262 3,204 423
1992, ... .. .. ... ... 38,027 2,311 1,939 69 8 99 196 35,584 31,283 3,287 132
1891, ... ... oo 37,839 2,088 1,726 70 10 82 200 35,730 31,607 3,142 21
1980. ... .. ..., 39,020 1,954 1,595 73 17 84 185 36,827 32,629 3,318 239
1989.............. 38,737 1,704 1,288 63 18 91 244 36,540 32,396 3,210 493

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table 7. Live births by Hispanic origin of mother and by race of mother for mothers of non-Hispanic origin: United States and each
State, 1989-95—Con.

Hispanic? Non-Hispanic
Central Cther and
All Puerto and South  unknown Not
arigins Total Mexican Rican Cuban American Hispanic TotaP White Black stated
Kentucky
1995. .. ... it 52,377 493 260 74 28 70 61 51,836 46,634 4,759 48
1994, ... ..o 52,983 466 285 70 14 52 45 52,479 47,179 4,876 38
1993, ... i 53,000 401 205 51 12 26 107 52,547 47,266 4,822 52
1892. ... .ot ih i e e 63,840 372 188 61 12 19 92 63,403 47,840 5,167 65
1991, ... .. i an 54,326 231 153 26 1 15 26 54,051 48,447 5,255 44
1990, .......ccvvne 54,362 274 178 47 2 16 31 54,021 48,574 5,065 67
1989. . ... ceeiinn 53,424 283 145 49 6 4 79 52,705 47,345 5,009 436
Louisiana
1995. . ...... ... 65,641 1,158 405 172 54 280 247 64,454 36,448 26,784 29
1994. .. . ... i e i il 67,817 1,413 401 385 60 159 408 66,340 36,808 28,432 64
1993. .. ... . s 69,402 1,001 282 80 55 292 292 68,346 37,658 29,633 55
1992. ... .. ... ... 70,707 877 259 54 63 469 132 69,719 38,900 29,751 il
1991. ... ...l 72,193 927 206 56 57 543 65 71,196 39,788 30,347 70
1990....... [P 72,192 941 202 57 52 563 67 71,221 40,547 29,688 30
1989. .. vee v .- .- .- —--
Maine
1996. . ... ... e 13,896 12 25 12 1 16 59 13,565 13,248 66 219
1994, ......... ... 14,441 107 30 19 2 10 46 14,124 13,819 69 210
1983. . ... ih et 15,065 107 26 8 - 8 65 14,614 14,340 54 344
1992, ... ... 16,057 101 31 13 3 3 51 15,313 15,033 75 643
1991, . ... e hna . 16,753 107 22 6 4 10 65 15,883 15,602 7 763
1980. .. ... chi i nn 17,359 127 28 13 3 6 77 16,397 16,081 83 835
1989, ... it i 17,466 115 22 8 6 9 70 16,338 16,093 65 1,013
Maryland
1895. .. .. . iii s 72,396 3,155 509 245 51 1,747 603 68,479 43,477 22,348 762
1994, ........ .00 e 73,971 3,090 560 280 54 1,797 389 70,319 44,019 23,641 562
1993. ... iii i 74,988 2,996 534 271 71 1,878 242 71,183 44519 23,967 809
1992. ... iii it 77,815 2,980 1,547 164 47 1,023 199 73,582 46,492 24,549 1,263
1991........0 vt 79,184 2,477 405 262 65 1,572 173 74,284 47,821 23,883 2,423
1980. .. ...... ..ot 80,245 2,523 547 218 83 1,564 ki) 75,637 49,463 23,716 2,085
1989..... Bt se e 78,265 2,092 483 196 59 1,195 159 73,776 48,763 22,655 2,397
Massachusetts
1895. . ...... e 81,648 8,109 321 4,077 92 3,195 424 72,943 63,067 6,272 596
1994. . ... . i ann 83,787 8,435 260 4,563 95 3,133 384 75,033 64,821 6,667 319
1993. .. ... c i e e 84,668 8,252 226 4,484 100 3,141 301 75,971 65,669 6,860 445
1992. . it i 87,231 8,522 257 4,717 114 3,171 263 78,132 67,564 7,141 577
1981, ... .o illt 88,205 8,485 217 4912 102 3,035 219 79,141 68,390 7,233 579
1980.......... e 92,654 8,425 286 4,872 120 2,894 253 83,509 72,261 7,585 720
1989........ e 91,523 7,762 218 4,684 114 2,542 204 82,784 72,244 7,104 977
Michigan
1995, . ....... ..t h s 134,642 4,781 3,196 425 68 236 856 123,293 95,715 24,679 6,568
1994, ... ..ccie vt 138,028 4,454 2,827 415 57 223 932 127,222 97,473 26,876 6,352
1983..... e 139,855 4,389 2,824 369 43 210 938 129,573 99,426 27,950 5,893
1992, ... ... ... 144,089 4,302 2,701 410 €5 183 943 134,557 102,987 29,463 5,230
1991, .. i i 150,198 4,397 2,644 404 60 219 1,070 139,862 106,234 31,261 5,939
1890, .. v i 153,700 4,326 2,560 383 62 233 1,088 143,083 109,182 31,440 6,291
1989. ....... . 148,520 4,161 2,414 369 77 198 1,103 137,204 105,509 29,299 7,155

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table 7. Live births by Hispanic origin of mother and by race of mother for mothers of non-Hispanic origin: United States and each
State, 1989-95—Con.

Hispanic’ Non-Hispanic
Central Other and
All Puerto and South unknown Not
origins Total Mexican Rican Cuban American Hispanic Total® White Black stated
Minnesota
1995. ... ... ... ... 63,263 1,915 1,439 68 10 194 204 65,828 49,834 2,705 5,520
1994. ... ... .. .. 64,305 1,661 1,160 55 12 117 327 57,784 52,141 2,554 4,860
1998. ... ... .. 64,648 1,560 1,168 80 15 108 199 55,648 50,870 2,163 7,440
1992. ... .. 65,607 1,377 935 77 9 81 275 57,143 52,515 2,132 7,087
1991. ... ..o o 67,069 1,262 878 80 16 83 205 62,664 57,059 2,368 3,143
1990, ........ .. ... 68,013 1,050 781 56 13 €5 135 63,845 58,476 2,211 3,118
1889, . .. ...l 67,518 1,041 678 86 16 51 210 60,707 55,801 1,953 5,770
Mississippi
1995. .. . ... .. ... 41,344 220 110 16 10 18 66 41,083 21,321 19,241 41
1994 ... ... . L. 41,954 182 86 16 1 19 60 41,757 21,347 19,953 15
1993. ... ... . .. 42,149 141 68 14 8 7 44 41,977 21,091 20,417 31
1992, ... ... ... ... 42,681 141 61 14 1 13 52 42,522 21,554 20,515 18
1991. ... ... oL 43,204 137 54 1 - 20 52 43,049 21,771 20,815 18
1990. ... ...l 43,563 116 47 9 3 11 46 43,418 22,161 20,748 29
1989. . ............ 43,047 111 41 7 6 12 45 42,498 21,590 20,414 438
Missouri
1995, . ... . . 73,028 1,288 942 73 16 131 126 71,680 59,423 10,990 60
1994, ... ... 73,543 1,224 909 56 17 125 117 72,253 59,289 11,813 66
1993. ... ... .. 75,253 1,150 855 71 19 114 91 74,062 59,912 12,974 41
1992. ... ... L 76,301 1,018 726 70 24 85 103 75,228 60,901 13,282 55
1991. ........ . ... 78,677 1,070 783 59 21 S8 109 77,564 62,887 13,646 43
1990. ...... ... .. 79,260 970 728 66 16 74 86 78,108 63,574 13,538 182
1989. ... ... ... .. 77,872 920 683 59 16 80 82 76,804 63,037 12,795 148
Montana
1995. .. ... o 11,142 282 175 6 - 7 94 10,470 9,226 33 390
1994, ... ... ... ... 11,067 250 158 6 2 7 77 10,457 9,172 24 360
1993. ... ... ... 11,365 190 146 1 1 4 38 10,762 9,445 34 413
1992, ..., ... .. 11,472 189 138 3 3 3 42 10,879 9,458 36 404
1991, .. ... ot 11,513 260 139 11 4 4 102 10,816 9,376 32 437
1890, ............. 11,613 292 145 7 1 13 126 10,916 9,373 35 405
1989, ...... ... ..., 11,678 265 121 10 3 5 126 10,928 9,472 30 485
Nebraska
1995. ... ... . L 23,243 1,615 1,259 18 7 150 181 21,214 19,289 1,209 414
1994. ... ... oL 23,156 1,382 1,105 11 4 79 183 21,393 19,399 1,265 381
1993. ... .. .. L 23,224 1,261 964 23 5 65 204 21,591 19,621 1,251 372
1992. ... ... . ... 23,397 1,105 878 11 4 40 172 21,993 20,013 1,306 299
1981. ... ool 24,017 954 683 13 6 29 223 22,787 20,767 1,334 276
1980, . ............ 24,380 802 517 9 2 16 258 23,310 21,332 1,376 268
1989. ............. 24,216 752 568 17 4 7 156 23,180 21,206 1,379 284
Nevada
1895, . .. ... ... 25,056 6,124 4,989 122 117 646 250 18,865 15,459 1,863 67
1994. . ... .. . ... 23,911 5,227 4,270 112 96 492 257 18,619 15,231 2,042 65
1993, .. ... ... oL 22,403 4,413 3,663 91 80 423 256 17,958 14,739 1,958 32
1992, ... . ... .. 22,374 4,116 3,262 95 90 389 280 18,220 14,801 2,127 38
1991. ... .o ool 22,026 3,679 2,899 69 99 349 263 18,315 15,143 2,043 32
1990. ........ .. ... 21,599 3,261 2,483 55 93 312 318 18,305 15,378 1,887 33
1989. .......... ... 19,606 2,425 1,784 60 85 217 279 17,165 14,401 1,819 16

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table 7. Live births by Hispanic origin of mother and by race of mother for mothers of non-Hispanic origin: United States and each
State, 1989-95—Con.

Hispanic? Non-Hispanic
Central Other and
All Puerto and South  unknown Not
origins Total Mexican Rican Cuban American Hispanic Total? White Black stated
New Hampshire
1995. ... .. ool 14,665 214 48 65 4 17 80 13,919 13,659 75 532
1994, ........000. 15,106 187 39 74 5 22 47 14,090 13,848 87 829
1993. . ... it e 15,436 180 43 55 3 23 66 13,020 12,795 83 2,226
1992, ... iiiian .
1991 . vt - .e- ---
1990. ... ... it “es --- --- --- --- --- .- --- --- .- ---
1989. .. .vvvin .. ---
New Jersey
1995. . .. o iii i in 114,828 18,835 2,105 7,225 890 8,235 380 95,203 69,375 19,518 790
1994, ............. 117,501 18,083 1,782 7.877 877 7,334 213 99,215 71,802 21,546 203
1993. . ... ih i 117,686 17,650 1,563 8,259 941 5,884 1,003 99,699 72,747 21,384 337
1992. .. il 119,909 17,609 1,420 8,432 944 5,805 1,008 101,978 74,348 22,103 322
1991, .. v in et 121,406 17,500 1,286 8,569 908 5,170 1,667 103,542 76,192 22,697 364
1990, .......0 0 ven 122,289 16,972 874 7,081 877 4,582 3,558 105,000 78,423 22,130 317
1989. ............. 121,841 17,528 636 7,335 938 4141 4,478 104,043 77,391 22,372 270
New Mexico
1995. . ... i eh.. 26,920 12,500 4,351 36 53 74 8,386 14,017 9,914 473 3
1894, . ... .l 27,591 12,984 4,331 47 83 53 8,470 14,601 10,185 505 6
1993. . ... ..o hl 27,852 13,054 3,945 43 48 69 8,949 14,797 10,155 525 1
1992. ... i 27,922 12,957 3,386 33 55 64 9,419 14,964 10,331 489 1
1991, ... cviee it 27,800 12,592 3,030 37 50 51 9,424 15,208 10,563 5§50 -
1990........0unn 27,402 12,193 2,831 40 25 55 9,242 15,201 10,527 512 8
1989. ... 000 27,353 11,898 2,501 33 16 52 9,296 15,444 10,683 510 1
New York
1995. .. .. e 271,369 54,193 6,161 16,127 499 24,269 7,137 186,364 121,349 49,730 30,812
1994.............. 278,392 53,216 5,504 17,543 488 23,551 6,130 212,247 144,340 53,155 12,929
1993. ...........u 282,392 51,847 5,221 19,197 515 23,534 3,380 215,120 147,516 53,848 15,425
1992, ... ... ot 287,887 53,047 4,907 21,230 587 23,201 3,122 223,723 154,439 55,549 11,117
1991, ... . it 292,633 53,694 4,360 22,007 617 23,158 3,552 223,408 159,146 56,986 9,531
1980. ...... o i v e n s 297,576 63,140 3,827 22,405 626 22,501 3,781 234,989 165,220 56,998 9,447
1989. ... it 291,449 49,964 2,931 22,031 619 20,773 3,610 231,255 162,813 56,638 10,230
North Carolina
1995. . ... . i en 101,592 4,244 2,935 413 60 592 244 97,329 67,262 26,833 19
1994, ...... i hl 101,420 3,135 2,063 358 73 411 230 98,260 67,272 27,807 25
1993, ... cv et n 101,357 2,560 1,695 308 37 370 150 98,772 66,506 29,435 25
1992. . .. it 103,967 2,379 1,452 357 40 383 147 101,559 68,482 30,262 29
1991, ..t 102,362 1,833 1,119 242 33 260 179 100,492 67,561 30,381 37
1980, ... v i i et 104,525 1,754 987 277 30 231 229 102,760 69,512 30,726 bl
1989. ..o civ i et 102,105 1,498 793 283 50 166 206 100,433 68,115 29,865 174
North Dakota
1996, .. ... .. ht 8,476 147 83 11 1 16 37 8,213 7,375 68 116
1994. ... ...l 8,584 116 63 4 1 9 39 8,392 7,518 67 76
1993. .. .. i 8,690 122 69 1 1 14 37 8,485 7,544 88 83
1992, ... i i e 8,811 119 58 6 1 6 48 8,630 7,657 73 62
1991. ... e 8,887 110 67 8 4 4 27 8,709 7,734 84 68
1890. ......ccauvl 9,250 123 75 8 1 8 31 9,058 8,160 80 69
1889. ... .i v 9,570 88 42 5 3 8 30 9,423 8,370 69 59

See Tootnotes at end of table.
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Table 7. Live births by Hispanic origin of mother and by race of mother for mothers of non-Hispanic origin: United States and each
State, 1989—95—Con.

Hispanic? Non-Hispanic
Central Other and
All Puerto and South  unknown Not
origins Total Mexican Rican Cuban American Hispanic Total? White Black stated
Ohio
1995. .. ... v 154,064 2,801 1,277 1,147 42 162 173 150,960 126,215 22,702 303
1994, .. ... ... ... 155,944 2,717 1,269 1,047 43 155 203 152,952 127,425 23,505 275
1993. ... ... 158,793 2,655 1,191 1,018 46 139 260 155,839 128,656 25,321 299
1992, ... ... .. 162,247 2,583 1,127 1,008 42 137 269 159,455 131,703 25,880 208
1881, ... .. oL 165,795 2,554 1,104 964 33 121 332 163,029 135,107 26,227 212
1880. . .. .. ... 166,913 2,427 1,009 917 35 128 338 164,294 136,756 25,809 192
19B9. . .. ... 163,952 2,232 1,000 836 34 113 249 161,534 134,941 25,084 186
Oklahoma
1995, . .. ..ol 45,672 2,356 1,704 90 6 94 462 43,259 33,727 4,469 57
1994. ... ... ... 45,703 2,260 1,664 130 7 51 408 43,381 33,595 4,734 62
1993. .. .. ... 46,243 2,133 1,638 122 15 15 343 44,039 34,074 4,896 71
1992, ... . il 47,557 2,045 1,436 85 12 42 470 45,443 35,320 5,124 69
1991. ... oo i 47,795 1,862 1,368 77 9 41 367 45,879 35,684 5,135 54
1990. ..o
1989. ... ..
Oregon
1996, .. .. ool 42,811 5,002 4,639 42 14 218 92 37,774 34,781 860 35
1994. ... ... 41,837 4,357 4,012 44 16 166 119 37,450 34,499 931 30
1693. . . . ... ool 41,576 4,002 3,660 42 14 151 135 37,545 34,726 890 29
1992, .. ... 42,035 3,561 3,209 47 15 173 117 38,453 35,577 943 21
1991. ... .. ...l 42,499 3,285 2,925 49 16 144 151 39,192 36,324 956 22
1990. ... ... ... 42,891 2,974 2,647 46 14 122 145 39,900 37,045 912 17
1989. ....... .. ... 41,281 2,230 1,989 25 10 a7 109 39,005 36,254 897 46
Pennsylvania
1995. . .. .. ... 151,850 6,672 764 4,432 97 664 615 144,979 120,544 21,062 299
1994, ... .. ... ... .. 157,071 6,288 635 4,385 94 635 539 150,492 124,230 22,956 291
1993. . .. ... 160,762 6,302 582 4,101 100 625 894 154,241 126,991 24,013 219
1992. ... .. ... ..., 164,625 5,949 502 4,016 77 529 825 158,425 130,265 24,987 251
1991. .. ... 168,851 5,956 438 3,995 91 491 941 162,593 134,279 25,296 302
1990. ... ...l 171,961 5,636 399 4,306 75 414 442 166,170 138,116 25,221 155
1989. .. ... . ... 168,803 5,262 344 4,032 83 355 448 163,351 135,972 24,819 190
Rhode Island
1996, . . . ... o o 12,776 1,554 80 482 12 863 117 9,440 8,256 683 1,782
1994. ... ool 13,466 1,623 77 529 13 899 105 10,682 9,231 946 1,161
1998, . ... e 13,976 1,594 94 546 12 826 116 11,125 9,624 925 1,257
1992. ... ... ... ... 14,500 1,553 66 524 1 842 110 12,029 10,408 1,017 918
1991, .. ... o 14,734 1,400 70 448 18 751 113 12,6569 11,044 1,022 675
1990. ... ..o it it 15,195 1,560 87 509 14 796 154 12,915 11,300 1,019 720
1989. ....... ... 14,768 1,091 45 366 3 509 168 10,843 9,525 829 2,834
South Carolina

1995, ... ..o 50,926 763 427 107 16 115 98 50,124 31,127 18,393 39
1994. ... .. ... 52,043 643 318 115 24 87 99 51,357 31,397 19,380 43
1993. ... .. ... 53,835 617 293 118 11 58 137 53,180 32,116 20,482 38
1992. . ... ..o 56,192 625 290 110 16 14 195 55,495 33,379 21,535 72
1991. .. ... o 57,572 599 255 113 15 8 208 56,933 34,039 22,404 40
1990. ... ... ... 58,610 571 266 116 15 10 164 57,949 35,055 22,336 90
1989. .. ... ...t 57,330 507 227 102 22 6 150 56,749 34,082 22,164 74

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table 7. Live births by Hispanic origin of mother and by race of mother for mothers of non-Hispanic origin: United States and each
State, 1989-95—Con.

Hispanic' Non-Hispanic
Central Other and
All Puerto and South  unknown Not
origins Total Mexican Rican Cuban American Hispanic Total? White Black stated
South Dakota
1995, .. .o it 10,475 116 79 8 - 15 14 10,350 8,590 97 9
1994, ... ... 10,507 124 102 3 2 8 9 10,377 8,661 76 6
1993. ... ... i il 10,719 122 84 12 3 14 9 10,589 8,721 76 8
1992. .. ... ... 11,018 109 94 3 - 6 6 10,894 9,008 74 16
1991. ... iv it 10,946 97 73 8 - 5 11 10,837 9,030 54 12
1990. . ... ...l 10,999 118 72 11 1 8 21 10,880 9,076 68 6
1989. ... .. vt vh 11,086 93 70 1 - 14 10,983 9,081 73 10
Tennessee
1995, ... i 73,173 1,111 629 128 44 104 206 72,038 54,875 16,130 24
1994, ... ... o 73,191 845 516 108 27 87 107 72,319 654,783 16,576 27
1993, ... .. .. it h L 73,017 694 407 75 22 &5 125 72,272 53,896 17,550 51
1992, ... i 73,614 595 323 104 12 63 93 73,000 54,700 17,490 19
1991. .. ..o e el 74,510 481 275 71 10 51 74 74,023 55,525 17,797 6
1980. ............. 74,962 444 231 64 20 72 57 74,501 56,178 17,582 17
1989. ......... ... 73,178 389 187 63 15 46 78 72,753 54,710 17,411 36
Texas
1995. .. .. i 322,753 137,131 121,720 882 264 6,398 7,867 185,054 137,816 38,434 568
1994, ....... 0ot 321,114 133,125 117,586 888 229 6,113 8,309 187,415 139,105 39,907 574
1993. ............. 322,071 131,293 114,250 814 243 5,885 10,101 190,527 141,086 41,417 251
1992, ... .o i i n . 320,845 126,357 109,730 797 206 5,600 10,024 194,214 143,915 42,786 274
1991, ... .o 317,746 121,234 106,446 709 255 4,976 8,848 196,283 146,199 42,876 229
1990...... PPN 316,423 115,845 103,031 773 231 4,789 7,021 200,153 150,304 43,121 425
1989....... v 307,664 107,197 94,334 738 192 4,294 7,639 199,778 150,746 42,630 689
Utah
1995. ... .. ... e 39,577 3,110 2,327 59 18 326 380 36,405 34,496 231 62
1994.............. 38,279 2,704 1,876 61 12 362 393 35,538 33,714 201 37
1993. .. ... . i ns 37,127 2,456 1,707 64 ih] 370 304 34,647 32,834 202 24
1992, ... e ittt e 37,200 2,282 1,461 64 15 304 438 34,867 33,062 208 51
1991......... 00t 36,033 2,175 1,421 54 10 204 486 33,833 32,050 170 25
1990, . .o e v i it h 36,277 2,043 1,238 66 5 147 587 34,214 32,450 214 20
1989. . ... ..t 35,567 1,890 1,084 40 1 121 634 33,644 31,886 210 33
Vermont
1995. ... .. i n 6,783 27 7 8 2 5 5 6,376 6,268 33 380
1894, ... ... ... 7,377 38 12 12 1 5 8 6,864 6,758 25 475
1993, .. v i e 7,457 25 6 6 3 4 6 7,045 6,940 28 387
1992, ... iiiien s 7,737 30 14 8 2 1 5 6,775 6,672 32 932
1991, ... i i nn 7,965 31 5 11 2 2 1 7,003 6,918 23 931
1990. ... ov i it 8,273 30 7 10 1 6 6 7,258 7,204 17 985
1989. ... iii i 8,494 45 7 4 1 3 30 7,375 7,322 19 1,074
Virginia

1895, ... . i 92,578 4,841 932 493 85 2,459 872 87,653 62,660 21,209 84
1894. ... ... ..t 95,039 4,609 858 45 70 2,708 528 90,323 64,824 22,176 107
1893, .. ... .. .. 94,944 4,135 763 461 69 2,486 356 90,717 64,359 23,170 92
1892, ... .ol 97,198 3,890 691 438 60 2,275 426 93,225 66,370 23,737 83
1991, ... e 97,370 3,749 650 358 55 2,323 363 93,551 66,858 23,733 70
1890, .. .. il 99,352 3,459 630 349 54 2,086 340 95,692 68,944 23,770 201
1989. .. i i 96,798 2,456 435 271 60 1,397 293 71,780 52,059 17,728 22,562

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table 7. Live births by Hispanic origin of mother and by race of mother for mothers of non-Hispanic origin: United States and each
State, 1989—95—Con.

Hispanic? Non-Hispanic
Central Other and
All Puerto and South  unknown Not
origins Total Mexican Rican Cuban American Hispanic Total? White Black stated
Washington
1995. ... .. ...l 77,228 8,502 7,119 198 32 221 932 66,096 56,839 2,757 2,630
1994. ... .. ... ... 77,358 8,108 6,853 177 27 249 802 66,599 57,511 2,880 2,651
1993. .. ... ... ... 78,645 7,708 6,503 188 24 217 776 68,875 59,636 3,036 2,062
1992. ... ... ... . 79,450 7,182 5,475 184 21 126 1,376 70,056 61,224 2,993 2,212
1981, . ..o 79,711 6,492 4,627 134 21 219 1,491 71,073 62,567 2,887 2,146
1990. .. ....... ..., 79,251 5,700 3,869 163 19 166 1,483 71,795 63,707 2,759 1,756
1989. ... .. ...l 75,360 4,821 2,848 133 28 130 1,682 68,620 60,258 2,783 1,919
West Virginia
1996, . .. ... ... 21,162 90 33 1 1 9 36 21,066 20,162 806 6
1994. ... ... ... .. 21,375 106 34 11 1 7 53 21,260 20,377 794 9
1993. . .. ... ... 21,792 81 25 10 - 9 37 21,703 20,771 815 8
1992, ... ... .. ... 22,170 75 37 10 2 5 21 22,090 21,185 812 5
1991. .. ... .. 22,508 73 28 10 1 6 28 22,428 21,526 801 7
1990. ... ... . ... 22,585 73 24 3 4 4 3as 22,498 21,545 859 14
1989. ... ... .. ... 22,163 61 19 6 2 2 32 21,896 21,009 818 208
Wisconsin
1995. ... .. ... ... 67,479 2,856 2,002 595 17 140 102 64,598 55,365 6,476 25
1994. ... ... 68,282 2,401 1,641 502 15 156 87 65,823 56,419 6,814 58
1993. ... oo it 69,767 2,175 1,397 485 16 205 72 67,530 57,720 7,128 62
1992. .. ... ..., 70,670 2,132 1,455 471 14 86 106 68,468 58,558 7,265 70
1991. . ... oLt 72,071 1,950 1,283 477 11 €9 110 70,076 60,374 7,154 45
1990. ... ... ... ... 72,895 1,866 1,229 419 15 78 125 70,986 61,496 7,108 43
1989. . . . ... ... ... 72,002 1,636 1,066 406 13 56 95 70,296 61,030 6,864 70
Wyoming

1995, .. ... ... ... 6,261 548 437 8 - 20 83 5,705 5,368 69 8
1994, ... ... ... .. 6,428 460 395 9 1 4 51 5,963 5,656 57 5
1993. . .. ... L 6,555 488 406 9 2 2 69 6,064 5,713 60 3
1992, ... .. ... 6,723 482 385 6 - 11 80 6,235 5,852 61 6
1991, ... oo i i 6,703 497 323 7 - 8 159 6,202 5,826 59 4
1890. ... ... it 6,985 511 323 4 - 16 168 6,464 6,079 64 10
1989. ... ... ... 6,901 408 314 3 2 € 83 6,466 6,115 73 27
— Quantity zero.

- - - Data not available.

*Persons of Hispanic origin may be of any race.

AIncludes races other than white and black.

3Excludes data for New Hampshire, which did not report Hispanic origin.

“Excludes data for New Hampshire and Oklahoma, which did not report Hispanic origin.

SExcludes data for Lovisiana, New Hampshire, and Oklahoma, which did not report Hispanic origin.
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Technical notes

Source of data

Data shown in this report for
1989-95 are based on 100 percent of the
birth certificates in all States and the
District of Columbia reporting Hispanic
origin on the birth certificate. In 1989
Louisiana, New Hampshire, and Okla-
homa did not report this information; in
1990 New Hampshire and Oklahoma did
not report, and in 1991-92 New Hamp-
shire did not report Hispanic origin. All
States have reported this information
since 1993. The data are provided to the
National Center for Health Statistics
(NCHS) through the Vital Statistics
Cooperative Program.

Race and Hispanic origin

Trend data by race shown in this
report are by race of mother for all years,
1989-95. Completeness of reporting of
mother’s race is very high on the birth
certificate. In 1995 only 0.1 percent of
birth certificates did not report race of
mother. When race of mother is not stated
and the race of the father is known, the
race of the father is assigned to the race
of the mother. Where information for
both parents is missing, the race of the
mother is imputed according to the spe-
cific race of the mother on the preceding
record with a known race of mother.

Tabulations by Hispanic origin are
by the origin of the mother, Births with
origin not stated (1.5 percent in 1995)
were included with births of non-
Hispanic origin before calculating birth
rates. Births with origin not stated were
not distributed or allocated in computing
percents or percent distributions.

The 12 States (13 reporting areas)
that included a general ancestry item on
their birth certificate instead of a specific
Hispanic origin item were Georgia,
Kansas, Maine, Massachusetts, Michigan,
Mississippi, Montana, Nebraska, New
Hampshire, New York City, New York
State, North Dakota, and Rhode Island.

Marital status

National estimates of births to
unmarried women are based on two
methods of determining marital status.
For 1994 and 1995, birth certificates in

45 States and the District of Columbia
included a question about the mother’s
marital status; in 198993, marital status
was reported directly by 44 States and the
District of Columbia. The mother’s
marital status was inferred in five States
(California, Connecticut, Michigan,
Nevada, and New York) by comparing
the parents’ and child’s surnames and
other information concerning the father.
Marital status was also inferred for Texas
births in 1989-93.

Several basic criteria were used in
the five States that use inferential proce-
dures to compile birth statistics by
marital status. A birth was inferred as
nonmarital if any of these factors, listed
in priority-of-use order, was present: A
paternity acknowledgment was received,
the father’s name was missing, or the
father’s and mother’s current surnames
were different. In addition, criteria that
were particularly applicable for a given
State were also applied as necessary. For
example, special procedures were used in
California to compare the parents’ sur-
names when they were hyphenated if the
parents were born in countries where
naming practices identified the parents’
marital status. This procedure has been in
effect for many years for Asian mothers.
Beginning in 1995 California applied
similar procedures for births to Hispanic
mothers. If the child was given a double
surname of the mother’s and father’s
surnames (either entire surnames or por-
tions of the parents’ hyphenated sur-
names), regardless of sequence, and the
mother was of Hispanic origin, the moth-
er’s marital status was coded “Married.”
Because of this change in inferential pro-
cedures in California, there is a disconti-
nuity in birth statistics for unmarried
Hispanic women between 1994 and 1995.
Additional information on the inferential
procedures was published elsewhere
(12,29).

The number of births to unmarried
women in Texas was underreported
during the years 1989-93, thus substan-
tially affecting the statistics for non-
marital births to Hispanic women. As a
result of legislation passed in 1989, a
birth was considered to have occurred to
a married woman if the mother provided
any information about the father, or if a
patemnity affidavit was filed. The mea-
surement of marital status for Texas

*U.S. Government Printing Office: 1998 - 433-048/60015

births improved beginning with the 1994
data year because a direct question on
marital status was added to the Texas
birth certificate. However, there is a con-
siderable discontinuity in the data for
Texas from 1993 to 1994. The proportion
of all births to unmarried mothers
increased from 17 percent to 29 percent;
the increase was similar for Hispanic
births, from 18 to 31 percent. In 1994
births in Texas represented 8 percent of
all live births in the United States and
20 percent of all live births to Hispanic
women. Thus the increase in births to
unmarried women in Texas observed here
had a larger impact on the national fig-
ures for Hispanic women than for non-
Hispanic women.

Birthweight

Birthweight was reported in some
areas in pounds and ounces rather than in
grams. However, the metric system was
used in tabulating and presenting the sta-
tistics to facilitate comparison with data
published by other groups.

Gestation

The period of gestation is computed
from the first day of last normal men-
strual period (LMP), as reported by the
mother, to the date of birth. When LMP
was not stated or was inconsistent with
birthweight, the “clinical estimate of ges-
tation” or the birth attendants’ estimate of
gestational age was used.

Computations of percents, percent
distributions, and medians

Births for which a particular charac-
teristic is unknown were subtracted from
the figures for total births that were used
as denominators before percents and per-
cent distributions were computed. An
asterisk is shown in place of any derived
statistic based on fewer than 20 births in
the numerator or denominator.

Population denominators

Birth and fertility rates for 1989 and
1991-95 shown in table 1 are based on
populations estimated as of July 1 for
each year; rates for 1990 are based on
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populations enumerated as of April 1.
The population estimates were published
by the U.S. Bureau of the Census (13,14,
30-32) and are based on the 1990 census
counts by race and age, which were
modified to be consistent with the Office
of Management and Budget racial catego-
ries and historical categories for birth
data, and in the case of age, to reflect age
as of the census reference date. The
modification procedures are described in
detail in a census report (33). Rates for
Hispanic subgroups are based on special
population estimates (34).

Rates for unmarried women shown
in table 2 are based on distributions of the
population by marital status as of March
for each year provided by the U.S.
Bureau of the Census (35-40). These
rates were adjusted to July 1995 popula-
tion levels (13,14, 30-32) by the Division
of Vital Statistics, NCHS (18).

Computation of rates

In computing birth and fertility rates
for the Hispanic population, births with
origin of mother not stated were included
with non-Hispanic births rather than
being distributed. Thus rates for the U.S.
Hispanic population are underestimates

of the true rates to the extent that the
births with origin not stated (1.5 percent
in 1995) were actually to Hispanic
mothers. The population with origin not
stated, used in the denominator of rates,
was imputed. The effect on the rates is
believed to be small.

Random variation and relative
standard error

Although the birth data in this repott
for births since 1985 are not subject to
sampling error, they may be affected by
random variation in the number of births
involved. When the number of events is
small (perhaps less than 100) and the
probability of such an event is small,
considerable caution must be observed in
interpreting the data. More information
on this topic is included in the Technical
Appendix of the annual report, Vital Sta-
tistics of the United States, 1992, Vol-
ume I, Natality. In addition, the relative
standard errors for birth rates for- His-
panic subgroups, particularly Puerto
Rican, Cuban, and “other” Hispanic
women, may be somewhat higher than if
based only on the number of births. This
reflects the considerable sampling vari-
ability in the population estimates for
these groups (34).
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