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CONTRACEPTIVE UTILIZATION IN THE UNITED STATES

Kathleen Ford, Ph.D., formerly with the Division of Vital Statistics

INTRODUCTION

The National Survey of Family Growth
(NSFG), a periodic survey conducted by the
National Center for Health Statistics, was de-
signed to provide information on fertility, fam-
ily planning, and aspects of maternal and child
health that are closely related to childbearing.
This report presents statistics on the use of con-
traception by currently married women in the
United States! and by previously married
women and single women with offspring of their
own living in the household. Data on contra-
ceptive status and method used are presented
according to race and age of the respondent and
according to various socioeconomic variables.

The NSFG findings were based on personal
interviews with about 9,800 women 15-44 years
of age who were either ever married or single
with their own offspring living in the household.
Respondents were selected for participation in
the survey on the basis of a multistage probabil-
ity sample representing the household popula-
tion of the conterminous United States. The
interviews were carried out in the 8-month
period centering on September 13, 1973. Addi-
tional information concerning survey design,
sampling variability, and definition of terms will
be found in appendixes I and II of this report.

1Some of the data for currently married women
presented here were previously published in National
Center for Health Statistics: Contraceptive utilization
among currently married women 1544 years of age,
United States, 1973, by K. Ford. Monthly Vital Sta-
tistics Report. Vol. 25-No. 7, Supp. DHEW Pub. No.
(HRA) 76-1120. Health Resources Administration.
Rockville, Md. Oct. 4, 1976.

In this report, terms such as “similar” and
“the same’ mean that no statistical significance
exists between the statistics being compared.
Terms relating to differences such as “greater”
and “less” indicate that the differences are sta-
tistically significant at the 0.05 level of confi-
dence. Lack of comment regarding the differ-
ence between any two statistics does not mean
that the difference was tested and found to be
not significant.

PRINCIPAL FINDINGS

An estimated 18.5 million, or 69.6 percent,
married couples with wife of childbearing age in
the United States in 1973 were using confra-
ceptive methods to plan their families. Of these,
69.2 percent, or 12.8 million couples, were using
the highly effective methods of the oral contra-
ceptive pill, sterilization, or the intrauterine
device (IUD). These figures represent a continu-
ing increase both in the proportions of couples
using contraception and in the use of “modern”
methods over data reported from earlier studies.

The percent of currently married couples
using contraception was not significantly differ-
ent between those with the wife 15-29 years of
age (70.2 percent) and those with the wife 30-
44 years (69.1 percent). Contracepting wives
under age 30 (76.8 percent of contracepting
wives aged 15-29 years) were more likely than
older wives (62.8 percent of contracepting wives
aged 30-41) to be using the pill, the IUD, or
sterilization. Among the younger wives, the pill,
used by 53.6 percent of contraceptors, was the
most popular method. Among the older wives,



sterilization was the most popular method with
17.7 percent who had been sterilized themselves
and 16.1 percent whose husbands had been
sterilized.

White couples (70.5 percent) were more
likely than black couples (60.0 percent) to be
using contraception. Among couples with the
wife of Hispanic origin, the proportion was 65.5
percent.

Although black couples were less likely to
use contraception, those who did (80.9 percent)
were more likely than white couples (68 .4 per-
cent) to use the modern methods of pill, IUD,
and sterilization.

In 1973, 45.0 percent of previously married
women—those who were widowed, divorced, or
separated—reported using a contraceptive
method. Use was higher among postmarried
women under age 30 (52.5 percent) than among
women aged 30 and older (37.7 percent).

Among single women with offspring of their
own living in the household, 56.6 percent were
using a contraceptive method.

The pill, IUD, and sterilization were the
methods used by the majority of women using
contraception regardless of marital status.

CONTRACEPTIVE USE AMONG
MARRIED COUPLES

In the United States, the proportion of mar-
ried couples using contraception to plan their
families steadily increased from 1960 to 1973.
In 1960, 50.4 percent of currently married
women were using contraception.? By 1965,
this proportion had risen to 63.9 percent and
had reached 65.0 percent by 19702 In 1978,

2The nationwide sample survey the Growth of
American Families Study (GAF-II) is reported in Fertil-
ity and Family Planning in the United States, by P.K.
Whelpton, A.A. Campbell, and J.E. Patterson, Princeton,
N.J., Princeton University Press, 1966. The 1960 figure
was computed from the computer tape for this survey
obtained from the Data and Program Library Service at
the University of Wisconsin at Madison.

3The first and second National Fertility Studies
(NFS-I and NFS-II) are reported, respectively, in Repro-
duction in the United States, 1965, by N.B. Ryder and
C.F. Westoff, Princeton, N.J ., Princeton University Press,
1971, and in “The Modernization of U.S. Contraceptive
Practice,” by C.F. Westoff, in Fam. Plann. Perspect.
4(3): 9-12, July 1972.

according to results from the National Survey
of Family Growth, 18.5 million, or 69.6 per-
cent, of all married couples were using a
method.

In addition to an increased proportion of
couples using contraceptive methods, the type
of methods used has also been changing (fig-
ure 1). In 1973, 12 .8 million couples were using
the pill, the intrauterine device, or sterilization.
For convenience, since they have been known or
widely accepted as methods of family planning
only since 1960, these methods are referred to
in this report as the modern methods of contra-
ception. As can be determined from figure 1,
the use of modern contraceptive methods in-
creased 13.9 percentage points among currently
married women between 1965 and 1970 and
10.5 percentage points between 1970 and 1973.
In other words, the proportion of couples using
contraception (contraceptors) who were using

Steritizatton, pill,
and 1IUD
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Figure 1. Percent of married couples, wife 15-44 years of age,
using contraceptives by method used: United States, 1965,
1970, and 1973



modern methods rose from about 37 percent in
1965 to about 69 percent in 1973. This is an
increase in use of methods which have been
shown to be more effective in preventing acci-
dental pregnancies among married couples.®?
The more traditional methods of family plan-
ning, including the condom, the diaphragm,
foam, rhythm, withdrawal, douche, and other
methods (primarily jelly, cream, suppositories,
and abstinence), correspondingly declined dur-
ing this period.

In data presented in this report the contra-
ceptive status of currently married women and
the methods they reported are as of the time of
the interview. In an effort to plan their pregnan-
cies, the proportion of couples currently using
contraception (69.6 percent) is therefore smaller
than the proportion who have ever used a
method and even smaller than the proportion
who regularly use a method. The 14.3 percent

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

5Pages 331-335 of first reference cited in footnote 3.

of women who were pregnant at the time of
interview, who were seeking pregnancy, or had
just completed a pregnancy (post partum) in-
cluded many who had previously used contra-
ception and many who would return to the
practice. Since these women, along with those
who are completely sterile (7.5 percent), are not
““at risk” of an unplanned pregnancy, they are
not included when measuring the current use of
contraception to avoid unplanned births. In
1973 contraceptors comprised 89.0 percent of
currently married women “at risk” of an un-
planned pregnancy at the time of interview.

Age and Race

The percent of currently married women
using contraception was not significantly differ-
ent between wives 15-29 years of age and wives
30-44 years of age (tables A, 1, and 2). Differ-
ences between the age groups as the reason for
not using contraception largely reflect differ-
ences in stages of the life cycle. Most noncon-
tracepting younger wives 15-29 years of age
were pregnant, post partum, or trying to become

Table A. Number of currently married women 15-44 years of age and percent distribution by contraceptive status, according to race
and age: United States, 1973

Noncontraceptors
Number
a of All Contra- Pregnant,
ace and age women women || ceptors post ) Other
in Total partum, or Sterile
. nonusers
thousands seeking
pregnancy
1

All races™ Percent distribution
TEB4 YRAIS ceeerrrreereraassirsanesrsossssrrenniesumnssrsennes 26,646 100.0 692.6 30.4 14.3 7.5 8.6
15-29 years.... 12,040 100.0 70.2 29.8 23.0 1.3 5.5
3044 YEAIS coueuceerienivrnreiorsenneermmemsiisriesisansssssosssersanssssnnnne 14,606 100.0 69.1 30.9 741 12.6 11.2

White
T15-44 YIS cevveverrsrrsersrsusissseesssoranirarssssssseneesrnansess 24,249 100.0 70.5 29.5 14.2 7.4 7.8
15929 YRAIS cevrruruenerereerercrsssrssssrnessaansssorsssrssnsesressiosrennsons 10,963 100.0 70.7 293 23.0 1.3 5.0
B0-G4 YBBIS cceieerreecerrresaerrscssermcsmmassastermmorereraseesenmassarasasens 13,286 100.0 70.3 29.7 7.0 125 10.1
Black

1544 YRAIS «vveeeeervraeiireaneirsossiossenerssreisermentessvesnerss 2,081 100.0 60.0 40.0 14.0 8.1 17.8
1529 YBATS .veetinnnerereasseriscearsosieerimenessssascssanesernassssssassssns 964 100.0 63.7 36.3 22.8 *1.6 12.0
30-44 years.... 1,117 100.0 56.8 43.2 6.4 13.7 23.1

lincludes races other than white and black.



pregnant; most noncontracepting older wives
were sterile or other nonusers. Among these
“other nonusers,” the reasons for not using con-
traception included indifference to the risk of
pregnancy, a low risk of pregnancy due to some
impairment of fecundity, and religious or per-
sonal objections to contraception.

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

Women not using contraception were divided
into three groups: (1) those pregnant, post par-
tum, or seeking pregnancy, (2) sterile women,
and (8) other nonusers. The proportions of
women either currently pregnant, seeking preg-
nancy, post partum, or sterile were about the
same for black and white wives. However, 17.9
percent of black wives were not using contra-
ception for other reasons compared with only
7.8 percent of white wives.

The modern methods of family planning—
the pill, sterilization, and the IUD--dominated
contraceptive practice. They were used by 69.2
percent of all currently married contraceptors
(tables B, 3, and 4). The pill, the most popular

method, was used by 36.1 percent, about 6.7
million women. Female sterilization for contra-
ceptive reasons accounted for another 12.3
percent and male sterilization for 11.2 percent.
Altogether one or the other partner of about 4.4
million couples had been sterilized for contra-
ceptive reasons. The IUD was used by 9.6 per-
cent of contraceptors, about 1.8 million wives.

The more traditional methods (diaphragm,
condom, foam, rhythm, withdrawal, douche,
and other) accounted for the remaining 30.7
percent of contraceptive use. Of these meth-
ods, the condom was most popular. It was used
by 13.5 percent of currently married contra-
ceptors, about 2.5 million couples. The dia-
phragm, foam, rhythm, withdrawal, doucheé, and
other methods each accounted for 5 percent or
less of contraceptive use.

Contracepting wives under 30 years of age
(76.8 percent of contracepting wives aged 15-
29 vyears) were more likely than older wives
(62.8 percent of contracepting wives aged 30-44

" years) to be using one of the more modern

methods (table B, figure 2). Among these
younger wives, the pill, used by 53.6 percent of
contraceptors, was the most popular method.
The IUD was used by 12.0 percent of contra-
ceptors; female sterilization, by 5.9 percent; and
male sterilization, by 5.3 percent of contracep-
tors. In this age group, 23.1 percent were using
the more traditional methods: the condom was

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

Number Method of contraception
of contra- All
Race and age ceptors contra- Female Male Dia- With-
n ceptors || sterth- sterili- Pill 1UD Condom | Foam | Rhythm Douche | Other
phragm drawal
thousands zation zation
All races* Percent distribution
15-44 years.... ... . 18,543 100.0 123 112] 361 9.6 3.4 13.5 5.0 4.0 24 0.8 1.9
15-29 years...veviiiiiiiiiiennans 8,451 100.0 59 53| 53.6 | 120 25 10.0 5.1 2.0 1.5 *04 1.6
30-44 years 10,092 100.0 17.7 161 | 214 7.6 4.2 164 4.9 5.7 2.7 1.2 241
White
15-44 years. . 17,102 100.0 116 119 | 3565 9.4 3.6 14.1 5.0 4.1 2.2 0.7 1.9
15-29 years. .o e 7,756 100.0 5.7 56| 529 | 118 2.6 105 5.3 2.0 1.8 *0.3 1.7
3044 years .. ... ot 9,346 100.0 165 1711 21.2 7.4 4.4 171 4.7 5.9 2.8 1.0 21
Black
15-44 years.. .. ..o s oo 1,249 100.0 22.7 “1.7| 438 | 127 2.0 53 5.0 *1.3 Q.7 3.0 *1.6
15-29 years. 614 1000 9.8 *07| 639 13.1 *1.2 *3.1 *3.8 *1.6 *0.5 *24 *0.5
3044 years ..... 635 100.0 36.2 *27] 243 | 124 “2.8 75 6.6 *0.9 *0.9 4.0 *2.7

Uincludes races other than white and black.
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Figure 2. Percent of currently married women 15-44 years of
age using contraceptives, by method used and age: United
States, 1973

employed by 10.0 percent of contraceptors;
foam, by 5.1 percent, the diaphragm, by 2.5 per-
cent, rhythm, 2.0 percent, withdrawal by 1.5
percent, and douche and other methods by 2.0
percent.

In the age group 30-44 years, sterilization
was the most popular method, including 17.7
percent who had been sterilized and 16.1 per-
cent whose husbands had been sterilized. The
percents of older wives using the pill (21.4 per-
cent) or IUD (7.6 percent) were less than the
percents using these methods among wives under
30 years of age (53.6 percent and 12.0 percent,
respectively). The more traditional methods en-
compassed 37.2 percent of contraceptive prac-
tice among older women. The condom was used

by 16.4 percent, rhythm, by 5.7 percent; foam,
by 4.9 percent; and the diaphragm, by 4.2 per-
cent. Withdrawal accounted for 2.7 percent;
douche, for 1.2 percent; and other methods
accounted for 2.1 percent of contraceptive

methods.
Although black women were less likely to

use any contraception, those who did were more
likely than white women to be using the modern
methods of the pill, IUD, and sterilization.
These methods were used by 80.9 percent of
black contraceptors compared with 68.4 percent
of white contraceptors. As a consequence, the
difference in the proportion of all black and
white currently married women 15-44 years of
age using the modern methods of family plan-
ning was not statistically significant (48.5 per-
cent of black wives and 48.3 percent of white
wives) (figure 3).

The percent of contraceptors selecting
sterilization as their method did not differ sig-
nificantly between white and black couples
(23.5 percent and 24.4 percent, respectively).
However, while male sterilization accounted for
half of all contraceptive sterilizations among
white couples, fewer than 1 in 10 sterilizations
among black couples were performed on the
husband.

Hispani¢ Origin

The level of contraceptive practice among
currently married women of Hispanic origin
(tables 5 and 6) is lower than that for all white
women and higher than that for all black
women. Contracepting couples account for 65.5
percent of all couples in which the wife is of
Hispanic origin compared with 70.5 percent of
all white couples and 60.0 percent of black
couples. The percent of contraceptors using
modern methods among Hispanic origin was
about 4 percentage points greater than that of
all white wives but nearly 9 percentage points
lower than that of all black wives. Overall, the
proportion of wives of Hispanic origin who were
protected by the modern methods was not sig-
nificantly different than in either of the other
groups. About 1 in 3 contraceptive sterilizations
was performed on the husband among couples
with wives of Hispanic origin, which is substan-
tially more frequent than among black couples
but well below the frequency of white couples.
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Region

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

The percent of white couples sterilized
ranged from 16.0 percent in the Northeast to
34.8 percent in the West. However, the regional
variation in the percent sterilized was smaller

for black couples, ranging from 22.4 percent in
the West to 27.5 in the North Central, a statisti-
cally nonsignificant difference. Among contra-
ceptively sterile couples, the percent of steriliz-
ing operations performed on the male partner
was small in all regions for black couples but was
higher for white couples in the West (60.3 per-
cent) and the North Central (57.1 percent) Re-
gions than in the South (39.4 percent) and the
Northeast (38.7 percent).

Poverty Level Income

The contraceptive practices of couples differ
with total family income. In tables 9 and 10
family income is shown as a ratio of total fam-
ily income to poverty level income as defined by
the U.S. Bureau of the Census. The proportion
using contraception was lowest among wives
with incomes below the poverty level (figure 4).
This is seen among both younger and older
wives. While modern ‘'methods of contraception
were used by the large majority of contraceptors
at all income levels, contracepting wives 30-44
years of age with income twice the poverty level
or more were less likely to be using these meth-
ods. However, the use of male sterilization was
highest among this group.

Parity

In tables 11 and 12 contraceptive status of
women and the methods used are shown in rela-
tion to parity of the women (the number of live
births they have had). The proportion of cur-
rently married women using contraception was
lowest for women with no live births or only
one live birth and was highest for women with
two to four Live births. Among those not using
contraception, more women were pregnant or
post partum or trying to become pregnant in the
lowest parity group than in the higher parities.
The proportion of noncontraceptors who were
sterile was highest among women with five live
births or more. In all parities the modern meth-
ods were used by the majority of contraceptors,
but the pill was most popular among the low
parity women, many of whom wanted to have
additional children. Sterilization was the most
popular method among higher parity women,
many of whom had all the children they wanted.
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Labor Force

There was not a statistically significant dif-
ference in the percent of contraceptors between
women in the labor force (70.5 percent) and
those not in the labor force (68.9 percent) (table
13). A greater proportion of women not in the
labor force were not using contraception be-
cause they were pregnant, post partum, or seek-
ing pregnancy; many of them might otherwise
have been in the labor force. Women in the labor
force had a high proportion of noncontraceptors
as a result of sterility and other reasons.

The majority of contraceptors both in and
out of the labor force used the modern methods
(table 14). Contraceptors among the white

women in the labor force were more likely than
those not in the labor force to be using the mod-
ern methods (71.2 percent of contraceptors in
the labor force compared with 66.5 percent of
contraceptors not in the labor force). For black
contraceptors use of modern methods was not
related to labor force participation.

Education

Women with less than a high school educa-
tion were less likely to be using a contraceptive
method than those with more education (table
15). In 1973, 62.3 percent of women with less
than a high school education were using a con-
traceptive method, while 71.1 percent of women
with a high school education and 74.4 percent
of women with more than a high school educa-
tion were using a method. At all educational
levels, white women were more likely than black
women to be using a contraceptive method
(figure 5).

The use of the modern methods of family
planning among contraceptors was highest for
both black and white women at the lowest edu-
cational level. This was due, mainly, to greater
use of female sterilization (table 16) among
women with less than a high school education.

Religion

Among couples where the wife was white,
Jewish couples were most likely to be contra-
ceptors (84.9 percent), Protestants followed
(72.0 percent), and Catholics were the lowest
(66.3 percent) (figure 6, table 17). Among black
couples, the Protestants (59.2 percent) were less
likely than the Catholics (70.4 percent) to be
contraceptors.

In every religious group, the modern meth-
ods of family planning were used by the major-
ity of contraceptors (table 18). Among white
couples, Protestant contraceptors were more
likely to be using the modern methods (71.2
percent) than Jewish contraceptors (64.3 per-
cent) or Catholic contraceptors (62.6 percent).
Jewish wives 30-14 years of age were less likely
than other white wives to use female steriliza-
tion and more likely to use the IUD, the dia-
phragm, or the condom.
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CONTRACEPTIVE USE AMONG
WIDOWED, DIVORCED, AND
SEPARATED WOMEN

In analyzing data on contraceptive use by
married women the assumption was implicitly
made that all nonsterile women are currently
exposed to pregnancy. Although unmarried
women do become pregnant, exposure to inter-
course may be intermittent, and therefore
women not using contraceptives include many
women who have no regular use for contracep-
tives. Contraceptive status of the unmarried
women in the sample was determined according
to the rules used for married women; however,
unmarried women who were not using a method
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Figure 6. Percent of currently married women 15-44 years of
age using contraceptives, by religion and race: United
States, 1973

were not asked if they were trying to get preg-
nant, and any who were seeking pregnancy
would fall into the ““other nonuser” category.
Furthermore, it is suspected that questions con-
cerning contraceptive use are sensitive for some
unmarried women because reporting use of a
method may be considered equivalent to report-
ing sexual activity. As a consequence, the esti-
mates of proportions using contraception should
be considered minimal.

For convenience, in the following discussion
widowed, divorced, and separated women will
be referred to, collectively, as postmarried
women. Divorced women comprised 50.4 per-



cent, separated women 38.2 percent, and wid-
owed women 11.4 percent of the postmarried
women.

In 1973, 43.0 percent of the widowed, di-
vorced, and separated women reported using a
contraceptive method, 2.9 percent were preg-
nant or post partum, 9.0 percent were sterile,
and 45.1 percent were nonusers for other rea-
sons (table 19). The percent of women classified
as other nonusers was higher than among the
married women probably because fewer of the
postmarried women were sexually active.

More women under 30 years of age (52.5
percent) reported contraceptive use than the
women 30 and over (37.7 percent). Postmarried
women under age 30 were more likely than the
older women to be pregnant or post partum and
less likely to be sterile or other nonusers.

Black postmarried women were more likely
to report contraceptive use than were white
postmarried women, 47.2 percent and 41.6 per-
cent, respectively. White women were more
likely than black women to be other nonusers.

The specific methods used by the postmar-
ried women were similar to those used by mar-
ried women—the pill, IUD, and sterilization
dominated use. The pill was the most important
method for contraceptors under 30 (59.5 per-
cent), while female sterilization was most impor-
tant for women 30-44 (38.8 percent} (table 20).

CONTRACEPTIVE USE AMONG NEVER
MARRIED WOMEN WITH OWN OFF-
SPRING IN THE HOUSEHOLD

Never married women with their own off-
spring living in the household are not representa-
tive of all never married women. Many other
never married women experience one pregnancy
or more which end in other ways—fetal death,
induced abortion, or adoption. They may also
leave the category because of marriage; those
who had married by the survey date were in-
cluded with the currently married or postmar-
ried groups.

In 1973, 56.6 percent of never married
women with offspring of their own in the house-
hold were using a contraceptive method. Use
was higher among the women 15-29 years of age
(60.4 percent) than among the women 30-44
years of age (42.6 percent) (table 21). The
younger women who were not contraceptors
were more likely than the older women to be
pregnant or post partum, while the older women
were more likely to be sterile or among other
nonusers.

As with women of other marital statuses, the
pill, IUD, and sterilization dominate the contra-
ceptive practice of the never married women.
These three methods were used by 87 percent of
contraceptors (table 22).
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Table 1. Number of currently married women 15-44 years of age by contraceptive status, race, and age: United States, 1973

Noncontraceptors
All Contra- Pregnant,
Race and age post
women || ceptors Total art Steril Other
ol ]Ip um, or e8| nonusers
seeking
pregnancy
All races? Number in thousands

D584 YRAIS e ieeereerieeiviiieeseserteseeraer e rereeeeaessene s s e srenansenaee 26,646 18,543 | 8,104 3,807 1,996 2,300

D519 YAIS cevi i reeecienrtncnreceeereirsencassrarsecresaseminsausearasansssrossresanesaseronsasnsne 1,028 586 442 368 *4 *70
20-24 YRAIS ...uiuraeeereieereeeeseeererrrsesisrmsanacorasteseartaeesenaraa s rranessraaneeaneie 4,949 3,524 | 1,426 1,133 *17 276
25-29 YEAIS uuuumrnnrrareneirersessracrsarassnrasesernassesstanaasssaeansessrasasssranstnrnsmansnros 6,063 4,342 1 1,721 1,270 133 317
30-34 years... 5,248 3,900 | 1,349 628 329 3N
35-39 years... 4,632 3,241 1,391 286 553 553
40-44 years............... ractreenanenn reererererennna, 4,726 2,951 1,775 122 9260 693

White

P44 YRAIS creveeeieeirerrareeenieeimnresresseeassesessssnsassmanaesrrsaneeseansessnson 24,249 17,102 | 7,147 3,451 1,805 1,820

16-19 years 915 524 391 325 *4 *61
20-24 years.. 4,469 3,195 | 1,274 1,033 *13 228
25-29 vyears.. 5,679 4,037 | 1,542 1,166 122 254
30-34 vears.. 4,768 3,588 | 1,180 555 299 325
35-39 vears 4,199 2997 | 1,202 262 510 430
40-44 years 4,320 2,761 1,568 109 857 591

Black

TB5-44 YRATS cvevereerieareeeciarrnsnriereerenrereaeeeraerevassessesnsnmsnsesnsssasmemennsens 2,081 1,248 832 291 168 373

15-19 years.......cuueuue. I reeesenrnesnerrneseeertte et ernaerie s one s rr s n s er et arsraesenneaereen 96 49 47 39 - *8
20-24 years.. 451 313 138 91 *3 44
25-29 vyears., 417 252 164 20 *12 63
30-34 years.. 402 265 138 50 26 62
35-39 years.. . 347 201 146 *13 34 99
40-44 years.............. reereeeereeiere e areneeeraaanaestrarasarnes rennnsarnnens arenarere 367 169 199 *8 93 97

lincludes races other than white and black.
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Table 2. Number of currently married women 15-44 years of age and percent distribution by contraceptive status, according to race
and age: United States, 1973

Noncontraceptors
Number
Face and of Al || contra- Pregnant,
ace and age women women || ceptors post . Other
in Total || partum, or | Sterile nonusers
thousands seeking
pregnancy
All races! Percent distribution

1544 YIS .vveeernerrerersrseieirsnisissnecsisssnesssensesses 26,646 100.0 L 69.6 30.4 14.3 7.5 8.6

16-19 vears.... 1,028 100.0 57.0 43.0 35.8 *0.4 6.8
20-24 years 4,949 100.0 71.2 28.8 229 *0.3 5.6
25-29 years.. 6,063 100.0 71.6 284 21.0 2.2 5.2
30-34 years.. 5,248 100.0 743 25.7 12.0 6.3 7.5
35-39 years.. 4,632 100.0 70.0 30.0 6.2 11.9 11.8
40-44 years 4,726 100.0 62.4 37.6 2.6 20.3 14.7

White

15-44 YRS ..ueuerrecerermaseernenenessns 24,249 100.0 70.5 295 14.2 7.4 7.8

1524 YRAIS .ccievrrecrircterrrrssintertasessantstossessssnarsessontess snasanse 5,384 100.0 69.1 309 252 *0.3 54
25-34 years.. . 10,347 100.0 73.7 26.3 16.6 4.1 5.6
3544 YRAIS coiveirecerirsarriarsiscrmmsiessinasessssscorssnasssssaseressasesens 8,518 100.0 67.6 32.4 4.4 16.0 12.0

Black

1544 YRS «.eveeereeeneermeneerennaeenroanearnens 2,081 100.0 60.0 40.0 14.0 8.1 179

15-24 years....... 547 100.0 66.1 339 23.8 *0.6 8.5
25-34 YRAIS.uuiiiricsirrascaisissensinansossantesanssessanaes 819 100.0 63.1 36.9 17.0 4.6 15.3
35-44 years......cceerereanas 715 100.0 51.8 48.2 *3.0 17.8 27.5

lincludes races other than white and black.
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Table 3. Number of currently married women 15-44 years of age using contraceptives by method of contraception used, race, and age: United States,

1973
Method of contraception
All
Race and age contra- |{ Female { Male Dia- With-
ceptors steutili- StBI"IlI- Pill 1UD phragm Condom | Foam | Rhythm drawal Douche | Other
zation zation
All races! Number in thousands
15-44 years........ .1 18,543 2289 | 2,077 | 6,690 | 1,781 636 2,501 927 746 392 1565 348
15-19 years 586 *0 *4 451 *31 *8 *46 *17 *8 *8 *1 *11
20-24 years.... 3,524 148 86 | 2,230 399 *56 294 143 *71 *37 *10 *50
25-29 years.... 4,342 351 360 | 1,849 584 146 502 276 92 79 *26 76
30-34 years.... 3,900 581 563 | 1,062 439 114 594 222 171 *68 *33 *52
35-39 years. 3,241 569 601 654 244 152 487 145 186 103 *28 *71
40-44 years 2,951 639 462 443 83 160 578 125 219 97 *58 88
White
15-44 years ..ocevienens 17,102 1980 ( 2,033 | 6,078 | 1,608 610 2,408 857 703 378 118 328
15-19 years.... 524 - *4 397 *29 *8 *43 *17 *8 *8 - *11
20-24 vyears. 3,195 125 86 | 1,999 369 *56 284 134 *60 *36 *5 *50
25-29 years. 4,037 314 347 | 1,704 533 139 485 264 88 *72 *19 73
30-34 years 3,688 525 547 962 389 1086 565 200 152 *B68 *24 *49
35-39 vears.... 2,997 483 591 589 228 148 473 124 178 98 *21 *64
40-44 years.... 2,761 531 458 427 71 154 5569 118 218 96 *48 81
Black

15-44 years .......coeeees 1,249 284 21 547 159 *25 67 63 *16 *9 38 *20

15-19 years 49 *0 - 41 *3 - *3 - - *1 *1
20-24 years.... 313 *23 *0 225 40 *1 *4 *9 *6 *0 *5. -
25-29 years. 252 37 *4 126 38 *7 *11 *12 *5 *2 *7 *3
30-34 years. 265 51 *11 96 50 *8 *14 *22 *1 - *9 *3
35-39 years.... 201 82 *2 48 *16 *4 *15 13 *3 *5 *7 *7
40-44 years 169 9N *4 *1 *12 *6 *19 *7 *1 *1 *9 *7

lincludes races other than white und black.
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Table 4. Number of currently married women 15-44 years of age using contraceptives and percent distribution b method of contraception used, according to race and

age: United States, 1973

Number Method of contraception
of contra- All
Race and age ceptors contra- Female Male Dia- With-
n ceptors || steriki- | sterili- 2l 141 Condom | Foam | Rhythm Douche | Other
phragm drawal
thousands zation zation
All races! Percent distribution
1544 years. ....ocieiiiene 18,543 100.0 12.3 11.2 ] 36.1 9.6 . 34 13.5 5.0 4.0 2.1 0.8 19
15-19 years.... 586 100.0 *0.1 *0.7 | 77.0 | *53 1.3 *7.9 *28 *1.4 *1.4 *0.1 *1.8
20-24 years., 3,524 100.0 4.2 25| 633 11.3 *1.6 8.3 4.1 2.0 *1.0 *0.3 *1.4
25-29 years. 4,342 100.0 8.1 8.3 | 426 | 135 3.4 11.6 6.4 2.4 1.8 *0.6 1.8
30-34 years. 3,900 100.0 14.9 144 | 272 | 11.3 29 15.2 5.7 44 1.8 *0.8 *1.3
35-39 years. 3,241 100.0 7.6 18.6 | 20.2 75 4.7 15.0 45 5.7 3.2 *0.9 2.2
40-44 years.... 2,951 100.0 21.6 16.7 | 150 2.8 5.4 19.6 4.2 74 3.3 *2.0 3.0
White
15-44 years .. 17,102 100.0 11.6 119 | 355 9.4 3.6 14.1 5.0 4.1 2.2 0.7 1.9
15-24 years.... 3,719 100.0 34 24 1] 644 | 104 *1.7 8.3 4,0 *1.8 *1.2 *0.1 *1.6
25-34 years. 7,625 100.0 11.0 11.7 | 85.0 | 121 3.2 13.8 6.1 3.1 1.8 *0.6 1.6
35-44 years, 5,768 100.0 17.6 182 | 176 5.2 5.2 17.9 4.2 6.9 34 *1.2 25
Biack
15-44 years .....ccovumereversisarsns 1,249 100.0 22.7 *1.7 | 438 | 127 2.0 5.3 5.0 *1.3 *0.7 3.0 *16
15-24 years..., 362 100.0 *6.4 0.1 | 738 | 11.9 *0.1 *241 *2.5 *15 *0.3 *15 -
25-34 years. 517 100.0 17.0 *28 | 429 17.0 *29 4.9 6.6 *1.1 *0.3 *3.1 *1.2
35-44 years.... 370 100.0 46.6 *16 | 169 7.7 *2.7 8.1 *5.3 2 *1.6 *44 *3.8

Yncludes races other than white and black

Table 5. Number of currently married women 15-44 years of age and percent distribution by contraceptive status, according to origin
and age: United States, 1973

Noncontraceptors
Number
Origi d of All Contra- Pregnant,
rigin and age women women || ceptors post Other
in Total || partum, or | Sterile
X nonusers
thousands seeking
pregnancy
All origins Percent distribution
1544 years.....cccovevecuneans trerrerenaeenene eetrreneerenee 26,646 100.0 69.6 30.4 14.3 7.5 8.6
Hispanic
1544 YEArS ...coceirerrrrenceieeireiesternaeesssassssnteennasenes 1,676 100.0 65.5 34.5 19.0 5.9 9.7
15-29 years...cccvnnirnuennnnes ersrstnsee e nnaneas rereserereas 770 100.0 67.6 324 26.2 - *6.2
30-44 years............ erere ittt etasanes crrresanase 206 100.0 63.7 36.3 12.8 10.9 12.6
Other origins
15-44 YIS c.cceeirrreerrreiierereereeeeeseeersrerer s 24,970 100.0 69.9 30.1 14.0 7.6 8.6
15-29 years, 11,270 100.0 704 29.6 228 1.4 5.5
30-44 Years.....ccoviiveeeeriencecorinannenene 13,700 100.0 69.4 30.6 6.7 12.7 11.1
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Table 8. Number of currently married women 15-44 years of age using contraceptives and percent distribution by method of contraception used, according to origin and

age’ United States, 1973

Number Method of contraception
of contra- All
Origin and age ceptors contra- || Female | Male Dia- With-
n ceptors f| sterili- sterili- Pill IUD Condom | Foam | Rhythm Douche | Other
) phragm drawal
thousands zation zation
All origins Percent distribution
15-44 years...ccvecerrenens 18,543 100.0 12.3 11.2 | 36.1 9.6 34 13.5 5.0 4.0 21 0.8 1.9
Hispanic
15-44 YRErsS c.voteverrvensiernrerinns 1,098 100.0 164 7.6 | 350} 13.3 2.7 .10.7 *2.8 *3.2 *3.4 *0.9 *4.1
15-29 years... 520 100.0 *10.8 *53 | 48.8| 15.9 *1.9 *7.3 *1.8 *1.6 *3.9 *1.0 *2.0
30-44 years... 578 1000 21.7 *9.7 | 226 10.8 *3.5 13.7 *3.6 *4,6 *2.9 *0.9 *5.9
Other origins
15-44 years .... 17,445 100.0 121 114 | 361 94 3.5 13.7 5.1 4.1 2.0 0.8 1.7
15-29 years... 7.931 100.0 5.6 63 )] 53¢9| 11.8 25 10.1 54 2.0 1.3 *0.4 1.6
30-44 years... 9,514 100.0 175 165 ( 21.3 7.4 4.3 16.6 5.0 5.8 2.6 1.2 1.9
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Table 7. Number of currently married women 15-44 years of age and percent distribution by contraceptive status, according to geographic
region, race, and age: United States, 1973

Noncontraceptors
Number
G hi . 1 and of All Contra- Pregnatnt,
eographic region, race,” and age women women || ceptors pos . Other
in Total |}partum, or] Sterile
X nonusers
thousands seeking
pregnancy
NORTHEAST
Percent distribution
All races
T5-AG YRAIS..eeurenenrnemrmemnemensmtsemerestsesetnssreserrsseiisiaiattaenns 5,374 100.0 70.7 29.3 14.2 5.5 9.6
15-24 years 209 100.0 735 265 21.6 - *5.0
25-34 years..... 2,407 100.0 73.8 26.2 18.3 *1.4 6.5
35-44 years. 2,058 100.0 65.9 34.1 6.2 12.7 15.2
White
LT T BT T O, 4,860 100.0 714 28.6 14.2 5.2 9.2
15-29 years 1921 100.0 72.6 274 224 *0.2 4.8
30-44 years 2,939 100.0 70.6 29.4 89 85 1241
Black
15-44 years........cocevnnnnes 459 100.0 63.5 36.5 13.0 89 14.6
15720 YBAIS.ccivieirerrrerieerer e scsiissistse s ss s ran s e sn s annnarant b s seseasarrane 215 100.0 66.6 334 18.8 *0.8 13.8
B0-44 VRAIS..ccciiireiiiririere s eeereaaar e seen e ssssasannsan e s araeras 244 100.0 60.9 39.1 *7.8 16.1 15.3
NORTH CENTRAL
All races
1544 YRAIS......eeiiirrieirirensinscseress e ssate st e ssssasnnsnensnnns 7,014 100.0 69.9 30.1 14.3 6.2 9.7
15-24 years 1,542 100.0 68.0 32.0 26.5 *0.3 5.1
25-34 years 2,985 100.0 73.1 26.9 16.9 3.5 6.4
35-44 years 2,487 100.0 67.1 329 3.5 129 16.4
‘White
1544 YRAIS ...eviiieesiinisessessenirseresasraneisasssssnesssssssssntiesasssssans 6,615 100.0 70.7 29.3 14.3 6.1 9.0
15-29 years 2,938 100.0 70.3 29.7 24.2 *1.2 4.2
30444 YOArS....cccocrrvearierrer i ssenin e . 3,677 100.0 71.0 29.0 6.3 10.0 12.8
Black
1584 YRAIS e ccemeerirrivensassersesnsensesassssnnsesassssaunssesnesssnnessens 357 100.0 56.4 43.6 15.2 8.2 20.3
15-29 years........coorvivvnnnenn ereerense e 150 100.0 59.3 40.7 26.8 *0.8 *13.2
3044 YEEIS.....coiiviieiececcctrrie s sssanssessssrnse s e s rsensrasn st bsns s e ebnbaes 207 100.0 54.3 45.7 *6.7 13.5 255
SOUTH
All races
T84 YEAIS...uureemeereinrrerirrereiserieeserensseasrassssssssssrasssssnns 8,924 100.0 67.6 324 14.8 9.4 8.1
U524 YBAIS...ecreinemrnncnannnnnnsmamammm e omoreamtsrssnsasressasssrsssnnnnsnananaaes 2,334 100.0 67.5 325 245 *0.7 7.3
25-34 years... 3,631 100.0 70.8 29.2 17.0 5.9 6.3
35744 YEATS...ccuireiiiriiisrireesssanesrmesimesrassassnn e e nasr s s s a b a s e 2,960 100.0 63.9 36.1 4.6 20.7 109

LAll races includes races other than white and black.
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Table 7. Number of currently married women 15-44 years of age and percent distribution by contraceptive status, according to geographic
region, race, and age: United States, 1973—Con.

Noncontraceptors
Number
Geographic region 1 and o All Contra- Pregnatnt'
grap egion, race,” and age women women || ceptors pos ) Other
in Total |jpartum, or| Sterile NONUSers
thousands seeking
pregnancy
SOUTH-—Con.
Percent distribution
White
T5-44 YEAIS ...ccoiiieccerenrteiereeeeie et ecactnan e r st 7,703 100.0 68.9 311 14.9 9.8 6.4
15-29 years... 3,722 100.0 69.9 30.1 22.6 *1.7 5.8
S04 YBAIS. e eeeveveriiiiriiicr ettt e e e e s e neeonanen et et e 3,981 100.0 67.9 32.1 7.7 17.3 7.0
Black
544 YRAIS ceieiiireei e iceeneiereiee e s e s e s nesanasanerenae s 1,142 100.0 58.9 41.1 14.2 7.9 19.0
15-29 years 541 100.0 63.0 37.0 23.9 2.0 11.1
30-44 years 601 100.0 65.2 448 5.6 131 26.2
WEST
All races
1544 YRAIS.coiiiiiiii i iicirirainnentiterete i s sssanre s 5,335 100.0 71.4 28.6 13.4 8.0 7.2
15-24 years... 1,193 100.0 68.6 314 271 - *4.3
25-34 vyears... 2,289 100.0 74.9 25.1 14.6 4.8 5.7
B84 YRAIS....cciicerreesrarrriosiniiie it ses s sbre s s e as b e aesrans 1,853 100.0 68.8 31.2 *3.1 17.2 11.0
White
1544 YEAIS ..ccvvivecciiiiii ittt st e s 5,070 100.0 72,0 28.0 13.2 7.8 7.0
1529 YEAIS. .. e icencenraernereersseestsssescanmaemtreosnirseeste s st s e aassnseasans 2,382 100.0 71.1 289 22.7 *1.5 4.7
3044 VEAIS. .. ccccniectiriinti et aearastesse s s s s s sas saasesnnes 2,688 100.0 72.8 27.2 4.7 13.4 9.1
Black
1544 YBAIS c.cceveierermrcrieirir it isrsssssae sanrvtstr e s s b s sssaes e 123 100.0 67.4 32.6 *12.1 *6.8 *13.6
1520 YBAIS..iiriiiritieriecemniecsinreessiitinesiisnereresaser s assat s s e sessasessones 58 100.0 705§ *29.5 *17.3 *1.9 *10.4
30-44 years................ e eeee et e et e tee s seseeasaan et b rra e b e nna st asssn s srn 65 100.0 64.7 35.3 *7.6 *11.2 *16.5

1All races includes races other than white and black.
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Table 8. Number of currently married women 15-44 years of age using contraceptives and percent distribution by method of contraception used, according to geographic
region, race, and age: United States, 1973

Number Method of contraception
. 1 of contra- All
Geograph;;c:gn:n, race, ceptors contra- || Female Mate Dia- With-
9 n ceptors || sterth- | sterili- Pl 1UD Condom | Foam | Rhythm Douche | Other
. phragm drawal
thousands zation zation
NORTHEAST
Percent distribution
Al races
15-44 years......ivieienes 3,800 100.0 11.1 5.7 30.4 9.7 5.7 20.9 5.0 4.6 3.5 *0.7 26
15-24 years.... 668 100.0 *3.3 *1.9 57.6 10.4 *3.4 12.8 *3.9 *2.2 *1.5 *3.0
25-34 years.. 1,775 100.0 10.0 4.8 31.2 131 4.6 218 5.4 *3.0 *2.9 *0.1 *3.0
35-44 years.... 1,357 1000 16.3 88 16.0 5.0 8.3 23.6 5.2 7.9 5.3 *1.9 *1.8
White
15-44 years ... 3,468 100.0 9.8 6.2 30.1 9.7 5.8 21.6 4.8 4.9 3.8 *0.5 2.7
15-29 years.... 1,394 100.0 54 *2.2 44.6 12,7 4.6 17.4 4.7 2.4 *2.0 - *4.1
30-44 years.... 2,074 100.0 128 8.9 204 7.8 6.6 24.4 4.8 6.7 5.0 *0.9 *1.7
Black
15-44 YBArS .ovcninisiniinions 292 100.0 26.0 *0.2 36.5 1.0 *5.6 8.3 *6.2 *1.6 *0.6 *2.6 *1.5
15-29 years 143 100.0 *9.7 - 69.2 15.9 “3.9 *3.7 2.1 *2.8 *0.8 *0.7 *1.2
30-44 years 149 100.0 41.7 *04 14.6 ‘6.2 *7.3 *12.7 | *10.2 *0.4 *0.4 *4.4 *1.7
NORTH CENTRAL
All races
15-44 years.....ocevuvernne 4,899 100.0 10.5 12.7 36.6 85 29 12.8 6.2 5.9 25 *0.9 1.4
15-24 years.... 1,049 100.0 *3.3 *2.4 65.9 9.7 1.3 8.2 *4.1 “1.2 *1.6 *0.1 *2.1
25-34 years. 2,182 100.0 10.8 13.4 36.7 11.7 *2.4 11.1 6.4 4.3 *19 *0.6 *0.7
3544 years.... 1,668 100.0 14.7 18.2 18.1 *3.7 4.5 18.0 4.4 10.9 *3.8 1.7 *2.0
White
15-44 years ......unmisernaren 4,675 100.0 9.9 13.2 36.2 8.5 29 13.2 5.1 6.2 2.6 *0.8 *1.4
15-29 years.... 2,066 100.0 5.9 7.6 53.4 10.9 *2.0 9.0 5.6 19 *1.7 *0.3 *1.7
30-44 years.... 2,610 100.0 131 17.6 22.6 6.6 36 16.5 4.7 9.5 33 *1.2 *1.2
Black
1544 years ...uoveessmneneer 20 100.0 25.1 24 421 *8.0 25 *6.5 *8.1 *0.6 *0.6 *2.8 *1.3
1529 years.... 89 100.0 *20.6 - §7.1 | *11.2 *1.2 *2.2 *5.2 - *0.7 *13 *0.6
30-44 years.... 112 100.0 28.6 *4.2 30.2 *7.4 *3.6 *8.1 | *104 *1.0 *0.6 *4.0 *1.9
SOUTH
All races
1544 years ... 6,036 100.0 13.7 7.6 40.6 9.1 3.0 126 5.7 3.3 1.3 1.3 2.0
15-24 years.... 1,675 100.0 *25 *1.1 701 9.8 *0.8 6.6 49 1.7 *0.6 *0.7 *1.2
25-34 years 2,570 100.0 123 7.3 37.8 11.2 3.2 13.3 7.1 3.2 “1.1 1.7 1.7
35-44 years.... 1,891 100.0 249 13.2 19.8 5.7 4.5 16.5 4.4 4.8 *2.0 *1.2 *3.0
White
15-44 years .....cveeinevennn 5,307 100.0 12.6 8.2 40.1 8.6 3.3 13.8 5.9 3.3 *1.2 *1.0 2.0
1529 years 2,602 100.0 5.1 3.0 58,7 10.3 *25 9.1 6.2 *1.9 *1.1 *0.7 *14
30-44 years.... 2,705 100.0 19.9 13.2 22.1 6.9 4.2 18.2 5.7 4.6 1.4 *1.3 2.6
Black
15-44 years .. 673 100.0 21.0 *20 46.6 14.0 *0.4 44 39 *1.3 09 3.7 *1.9
15-29 years.... 341 100.0 *6.6 *1.3 67.0 125 *0.3 *34 *38 *1.4 *0.3 *3.1 *0.3
30-44 years.... 332 100.0 35.8 *2.7 25.7 15.6 *0.5 *54 4.0 *1.2 *1.4 *4.3 *3.5

1 All races includes races other than white and black,
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Table 8. Number of currently married women 15-44 years of age using contraceptives and percent distribution by method of contraceptipn used, according to geographic
region, race, and age. United States, 1973—Con.

Number Method of contraception
- 1 of contra- All
Geograpl'\al:(;eag::n, race, ceptors contra- || Female { Male Dia- With-
9 in ceptors sterili- sterils- il 1UD Condom Foam Rhythm Douche | Other
phragm drawal
thousands zation zation
WEST
Percent distribution
All races
15-44 years................ 3,807 100.0 138 205 33.9 11.6 2.6 8.3 3.7 2.1 *1.6 *0.2 *1.6
15-24 years. ... ... 818 100.0 *8.3 *4.3 61.3 12.8 *1.7 7.9 *1.6 *3.0 *1.1 . -
25-34 years...... .. 1,714 100.0 118 20.8 34.1 144 *2.7 7.0 4.8 *1.8 *1.5 - *1.0
35-44 years.. . ............ 1,275 100.0 21.2 3086 15.9 7.4 *3.0 104 *35 *1.9 *24 *0.7 *3.5
White
15-44 years.......... .. 3,651 100.0 13.8 21.0 33.3 11.5 2.7 8.5 3.8 1.9 1.7 *0.2 *1.7
15-29 years.... 1,694 100.0 6.4 10.2 60.1 14.8 *2.0 8.6 4.2 *2.0 *1.5 - *0.3
30-44 vears.... 1957 100.0 20.2 30.3 18.7 8.5 *3.3 8.5 *3.3 *1.9 *1.8 *0.5 *2.9
Black
15-44 years .....coeevererenene 83 100.0 *19.1 *3.3 50.6 | *17.9 *1.7 *2.6 *25 *1.6 - - *0.7
15-29 years. 41 100.0 *12.9 - 69.2 | *13.3 - - *1.3 *3.3 - - -
30-44 years. 42 100.0 *25.1 *6.5 | *32.6 | *225 *3.3 *5.1 *3.6 - - - *1.3
1All races includes races other than white and black.
=
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Table 9. Number of currently married women 15-44 years of age and percent distribution by contraceptive status, according to poverty level income, race, and age:
United States, 1973

Noncontraceptors
Number
' level 1 and °°f All Contra- Pregnatnt,
ncome level, race,” and age women women || ceptors pos Other
n Total [|partum, or [ Sterile
nonusers
thousands seeking
pregnancy
BELOW POVERTY INCOME
Percent distribution
All races
15-44 YEAIS.ccrusisrmrrreserersnssssrarasansaienenas 2,033 100.0 60.7 39.3 17.3 9.4 12.6
5229 Y RAIS . errturarsassiercrsensirenisssesntasasanssnesassasss et basasanissrncrnt et anaas R e A S E KRR et 993 100.0 61.9 38.1 27.3 19 9.0
30-44 years.... 1,040 100.0 59.6 40.4 7.7 16.6 16.1
White
1544 YEArS...coirissrmmanieinenisnistsresssss s 1,681 100.0 61.5 38.5 184 10.4 9.7
15-29 years.... 857 100.0 61.4 38.6 27.8 *2.0 8.7
BB YOATS.1eeverreres nrevsesscrasrasssasanerresrasnsetasassbsss snarsabas b asavoneresalesas na TR Ea R s s s b e ae st bt e 824 100.0 61.6 384 8.5 19.1 10.8
Biack
TBrA8 YBATS 1crvsss wcanrrraninrersonssosstsnss ivsbsas iranaaus s st e st ae SeER iR E R e ek en ks ana a6 SLSHTROEERIREETITES 326 100.0 55.7 44.3 129 *4.1 27.3
15-29 years . 131 100.0 63.4 36.6 249 '0.8 *10.9
3044 years,. ... 195 100.0 50.6 49.4 *49 *6.3 382
100-149 PERCENT POVERTY INCOME
All races
1544 years 2,108 100.0 724 276 114 7.0 g2
15 29 years 1,028 1000 755 245 19.7 10 *38
30-44 years 1,079 1000 696 305 *35 127 14.3
White
1544 years . ... 1,717 1000 74 2 258 12.0 6.1 7.7
15-29 years 851 1000 76.6 234 202 ‘05 ‘26
3044 years . ... 867 1000 71.9 28,1 *40 115 126
Black
15-44 years - 358 1000 625 375 93 121 16.1
15-29 years. 158 100 0 664 336 191 *36 ‘109
30-44 years 0L e e 200 100 0 59 3 407 *15 18.8 203
150-199 PERCENT POVERTY INCOME
All races
1544 years . .o e e s 3,053 1000 730 270 119 58 94
15-29 years.... 1,487 1000 74 4 256 187 ‘08 61
30-44 years.... 1,566 100.0 716 284 54 105 125
White
1544 years . 2,742 1000 74.1 259 11.9 56 85
15-29 years 1,361 1000 752 248 185 ‘06 5.7
30-44 yrars, 1,380 1000 7289 271 54 103 113
Black
1544 years 273 1000 59 7 403 131 99 172
15-29 yrars 107 1000 593 407 245 42 12.1
3044 yuars 166 1000 600 400 57 137 206

LAl raves mncludes races other than white and black.
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Table 9. Number of currently married women 15-44 years of age and percent distribution by contraceptive status, according to poverty level income, race, and age’
United States, 1973~Con

Noncontréceptors
Number
: level 1 and of All Contra- Pregnant,
ncome level, race,” and age women women (| ceptors post , Other
mn Total [|partum, or| Sterile
nanusers
thousands seeking
pregnancy
200 PERCENT OR MORE POVERTY INCOME
Percent distribution
All races
15-44 years. G e e e s e e 18,452 100.0 69.7 30.3 14.7 7.6 8.0
15-29 years 8,531 100.0 69.8 30.2 23.7 1.3 5.2
30-44 vyears.. ... 10,921 100.0 69.6 304 7.6 12,8 10.3
White
1544 YEBIS i + v v i e e s e s e 18,109 100.0 70.5 295 14.4 7.6 7.5
15-29 years...cco voo v s aevninnnennns . 7,894 100.0 70.4 29.6 23.6 1.4 4.7
3049 YRATS, woiniviiiiiiniirit i i s e e e e s sreee 10,215 100.0 70.6 29.4 7.3 12.4 9.7
Black

15-44 VRIS .t coiiviiviiiiiins e s i o e o e e 1,124 100.0 60.5 39.5 16.0 7.5 16.0
15-29 years.. 567 100.0 63.8 36.2 23.0 *0.7 125
30-44 years... 556 100.0 57.1 42.9 8.8 14.5 19.5

1Al races mncludes races other than white and black
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Table 10. Number of currently married women 15-44 years of age using contraceptives and percent distribution by method of contraception used, according to poverty
level income, race, and age: United States, 1973

Number Method of contraception
Income level, race,} of contra- All
and age ceptors contra- || Female | Male Dia- With-
in ceptors || sterili- sterili- Pilt 1UD phragm Condom | Foam | Rhythm drawal Douche | Other
thousands zation zation
BELOW POVERTY
INCOME Percent distribution
Al races
15-44 years...uiumrenns 1,235 100.0 19.7 8.0 40.0 9.4 *3.1 8.3 *4.3 *1.8 *1.3 *1.4 *2.6
15-29 years... 615 100.0 *9.5 *45 58.9 *7.6 *4.1 *6.4 *2.1 *1.6 *2.1 *1.6 *1.6
30-44 years... 620 100.0 29.8 11.6 21.3 11.2 *2.1 *10.1 *6.4 *2.0 *0.6 *1.3 *3.5
White
15-44 YEars covvrverernaransenn 1,034 100.0 18.9 9.1 39.8 9.2 *3.3 8.7 *4.8 *1.8 *1.6 *0.4 *2.7
16-29 years 527 100.0 *8.3 *6.2 §9.6 *7.7 *4.1 *5.8 *2.5 *1.9 *2.4 *0.8 *1.8
30-44 years 508 100.0 29.9 13.1 18.2 | *10.8 *25 *11.6 *7.1 *1.6 *0.7 - *3.6
15-44 years 182 100.0 26.6 *0.3 43.1 | *11.6 *2.4 *4.1 *2.1 - - *7.4 2.4
1629 years... 83 100.0 *18.1 - 68.1 *7.6 *4.7 *4.2 - - *6.6 *0.7
30-44 years... 99 100.0 33.8 *0.5 304 | %149 *0.5 *4.0 *3.9 - - *8.1 *3.8
100-149 PERCENT
POVERTY_INCOME
All races
15-44 years.....oonnereene 1,527 100.0 19.7 8.1 37.0 10.5 *1.3 9.7 *4.6 *4.8 *1.6 *0.9 *1.8
15-29 years.... 777 100.0 12,5 *49 51.6 11.2 *1.2 9.9 *2.3 *0.6 *24 *0.8 *2.5
30-44 years...... 750 100.0 271 11.5 21.8 9.7 *1.3 9.5 *7.0 9.2 “c.8 *0.9 1.1
White
15-44 Yars wovenwrcrisores 1,275 100.0 19.0 8.9 36.1 9.6 *1.5 103 *51 *49 1.8 *0.7 *21
15-29 years 652 100.0 13.2 *5.0 49.3 11.2 *1.4 10.6 *2.7 - *29 *0.8 *2.9
30-44 years 623 100.0 25.0 13.0 223 *7.9 *1.5 *9.9 *7.6 *10.1 *0.8 ‘0.6 1.3
Black
15-44 years ..o vviiineeinnens 224 100.0 25.9 *1.1 46.8 14.9 *0.2 *5.3 *24 *0.4 *0.8 *1.9 *0.5
15-29 years 105 100.0 *10.3 *0.4 76.0 *8.7 *0.5 *2.1 *0.4 - - *1.1 *0.6
30-44 years 119 100.0 39.8 “1.6 21.0 20.3 - *8.2 *4.2 *0.8 *0.9 *2.7 *0.4
150-199 PERCENT
POVERTY INCOME
All races
1544 years...uvicrnnne 2,227 100.0 144 8.7 374 19 *19 1.3 4.5 4.8 1.7 *2.1 *1.3
15-29 years... 1,106 100.0 7 *5.6 63.6 13.6 *0.4 9.0 “4.6 *24 19 ‘08 *0.9
30-44 years... 1,121 100.0 21.6 1.8 21.3 10.2 *34 137 *4.4 7.1 5 *3.4 *1.7
Whiti
15-44 Years . uuuerisrens 2,031 100.0 131 9.3 36.5 119 *241 12.1 *47 *5.2 *1.8 *20 *1.3
1529 years....cume o 1,024 100.0 6.9 *6.1 51.9 13.8 *04 95 *4.8 *2.6 *20 “0.9 .0
30-44 years....cocinin s 1,007 100.0 19.4 125 209 10.0 *3.7 146 *4.5 7.9 *16 *3.1 7
Biack
15-44 years 163 100.0 24.0 *3.4 472 | *109 *0.3 *4.6 *3.2 0.4 *06 *4.1 “14
15-29 years... 64 100.0 *121 - 75.2 *6.3 *0.8 *25 *2.3 - *08 - -
30-44 years... 100 100.0 31.6 *5.6 28.3 1 *13.8 - *5.9 *3.7 *0.6 *05 *68 *2.2

LAl races includes races other than white and hlack.
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Table 10. Number of currently married women 15-44 years of age using contraceptives and percent distribution by method of contraception used, according to poverty
Iével income, race, and age: United States, 1973—Con.

Number Method of contraception
Income level, race,} of contra- All
and age ceptors contra- || Female | Male Dia- With-
n ceptors || sterihi- stertli- £itl |UD Condom | Foam | Rhythm Douche | Other
phragm drawal
thousands zation zatton
200 PERCENT OR MORE
POVERTY INCOME Percent distribution
All races
15-44 years ... .. 13,653 100.0 105 122 354 9.2 4.0 14.7 5.2 4.0 2.3 0.6 1.9
15-29 years 5,954 100.0 45 54 53.3 12.3 29 105 5.9 2.2 *1.2 *0.2 1.6
30-44 years............ 7,599 100.0 16.3 1786 214 6.7 4.8 18.1 4.6 5.5 3.2 *0.9 2.4
White
15-44 years ......ccuereereinne 12,762 100.0 10.0 12.8 35.0 9.0 4.0 15.2 5.1 4.0 24 *0.8 1.9
15-29 years 5,554 100.0 4.3 5.7 52.8 12.0 3.0 1.1 6.0 2.4 *1.2 *0.1 1.7
30-44 years... 7,208 100.0 144 18.3 21.3 6.7 4.8 18.4 4.3 5.5 3.3 *0.8 2.1
Black
15-44 years ........ [T, 680 100.0 203 *1.9 42.2 12.8 *29 5.9 7.1 *2.1 *1.0 *2.0 *1.9
15-29 years... 362 100.0 7.3 *1.1 69.8 16.9 *0.8 *3.2 *5.3 *2.8 *0.6 .7 *0.6
30-44 years... 318 100.0 35.1 *2.8 221 8.2 *5.4 89 9.2 *1.3 *1.4 *2.0 *3.3

1All races includes races other than white and black.
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Table 11. Number of currently marned women 15-44 years of age and percent distribution by contraceptive status, according to parity, race, and age United States,

1973
Noncontraceptors
Number
of All Contra- Pregnant,
Parnty, race,l and age women women || ceptors post Other
n B Total |(partum,or{ Sterile
nonusers
thousands seeking
pregnancy
0-1 PARITY
Percent distribution
1584 YEAIS .ioi. ceriiins avet setrn s sits e st s RS Srstberenanesseten vy aaren 8,917 100.0 58.3 41.7 284 4.3 9.0
16-29 years. .. 7,426 100.0 63.7 36.3 29.6 ‘08 59
30-44 years... 2,491 100.0 422 578 246 14.7 18.6
White
TB-44 YRAIS ciuvis i vensisinisiaisienits i e n i+ s srsevestasvaanis enias 9,010 100.0 59.4 40.6 284 3.9 8.4
15-29 years.. . 6,845 100.0 64.1 35.9 295 09 5.6
30-44 years.... 2,165 100.0 44 .4 55.6 24.8 13.6 17.3
Black
TB-44 YRBAIS ... ..ottt e s s e e eereiaias Sesbenias 756 1000 48.8 51.2 26.7 8.1 16.5
18-29 years.... ... ... 515 1000 68.1 409 307 ‘07 9.5
3044 years........ 241 1000 26.6 734 18.2 23.8 31.4
24 PARITY
All races
1544 years... , ..ooinnn 14,199 100.0 770 230 6.5 85 81
15-29 years.... 4,467 1000 812 188 12.2 19 4.8
3044 years.... 9,732 1000 750 25.0 3.8 15 9.6
White
TB-84 YRAIS .. c1iir rires conninin 5+ oo s 5 s e e sricee Sivasa v aare e s 13,125 1000 776 224 64 8.7 7.3
15-29 years.... 4,022 100.0 822 178 120 19 39
30-44 years.... 9,102 1000 755 245 3.9 117 88
Biack
15-44 years . 936 100 0 684 316 78 62 12.7
1B5-29 YPAIS..iits whh criniiasiinsrrsiiaaies 5 ot xieias eraen K £ sernasrseat 2 s e neeias 406 1000 702 298 141 “24 13.3
3084 YEBIS . .ciiisnisvons wiie siiiini s b e ers o e x s 530 1000 66.9 331 *2.9 g0 211
5 PARITY OR MORE
All races
TB4G YBATS coeiieiviciiiaisiaescines sies sne sbssisae i e anrs + sro Ses fanss exceyassba e sraen oo 2,531 100 ¢ 725 275 3.1 143 10.1
15-29 years. 147 1000 64.9 35.1 *189 *41 “11.1
3044 years 2,383 1000 73.0 270 *2.0 14.9 10.1
White
1884 YRAS coces + virniiis vrirnmisinis s aarx o res s e+ Gt et e« e 2,115 100.0 74.3 257 29 146 8.2
15:28 YBAIS .iiiiiicvvariins seies o ser semesriniss tas necreninnbi e seraressiansaen 96 1000 65.2 | *348 *26.1 ‘46 *4.1
30-44 years..... ... ot s 2,019 1000 74.8 252 “1.8 15.0 8.4
Black
1B-G4 YRAIS 1.ovvir st sennssiensenren e sr s bbb e srane ket s eRrRERS herneneits Snvennneris 389 1000 61.7 38.3 *4.2 *12.7 21.3
16-29 years......... ... 42 100.0 56.6 43.4 *104 *3.7 *29.3
30-44 years.... 347 100.0 624 37.6 *35 13.8 20.4

TAll races includes ruces other than white and black,
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Table 12. Number of currently married women 15-44 years of age using contraceptives and percent distribution by method of contraception used, according to parity,
race, and age: United States, 1973

Number Method of contraception
of contra- All
Parity, race,! and age ceptors contra- Female Mate Dia- With-
n ceptors |l sterili- sterili- Pill 1D Condom | Foam | Rhythm Douche | Other
. . phragm drawal
thousands zation zation
0-1 PARITY
— Percent distribution
Ali races
15-44 years....ocevcevenis 5,781 100.0 2.2 3.1 56.8 9.1 34 2.2 6.3 2.7 1.8 *0.8 1.7
15-29 years.. 4,730 1000 *0.6 *1.1 63.3 9.8 3.2 10.9 5.6 2.3 *1.4 *0.6 *1.3
30-44 years 1,050 100.0 9.3 125 275 *5.7 *4.2 18.3 9.2 *4.2 *3.6 *1.9 *3.6
White
15-44 years ....ccovvmmrervinne 5,348 100.0 19 34 56.4 8.8 3.6 12.7 6.4 25 1.7 *0.7 1.8
15-29 years.. 4,387 1000 *06 *1.2 63.0 9.4 34 11.3 5.8 2.3 *1.3 *0.5 *1.4
30-44 years.. 961 100.0 8.0 13.6 26.5 *6.1 *4,6 18.3 9.2 *3.5 *3.6 *2.0 *3.6
Black
15-44 years ....ccoveicinenes 369 100.0 6.5 - 64.0 123 *1.5 *4.0 *39 *3.1 *1.7 *2.2 *0.9
15-29 YIS cvvvrrricresreriinirnisnenne 305 1000 *0.9 - 69.2 14.7 *1.8 *3.9 *3.3 *3.2 *0.8 *2.2 *0.2
30-44 Years.....ocveernereisrernsininens 64 100.0 331 - 39.5 *0.8 - *4.6 *6.5 *3.0 *5.9 *2.2 *4.2
2-4 PARITY
All races
15-44 years......ueeee 10,927 100,0 146 15.1 28.0 10,0 3.6 15.0 4.6 4.4 24 0.7 1.7
15-29 years.. 3,625 100.0 12.2 105 41.7 15.0 *1.5 8.9 45 *1.7 *1.8 *0.3 2.1
3044 years 7.302 100.0 15.8 17.3 21.2 7.5 4.7 18,0 4.7 5.7 2.8 *0.9 1.4
White ,
15-44 YArS wvrrererrressssenns 10,183 100.0 14.0 15.9 271 10.0 3.7 185 4.5 4.5 2.6 *0.5 1.7
15-29 years 3,307 100.0 11.9 40.0 18.3 *1.5 9.4 4.6 1.7 1.8 *0.1 2.2
' 30-44 years 6,876 100.0 15.1 20.9 7.4 4.8 185 4.4 5.8 2.9 *0.7 1.4
Black
15-44 Years . ..emieserns 640 1000 234 2.2 42.0 102 2.7 5.5 6.8 *0.5 *0.2 4.1 *1.6
15-29 years 285 100.0 17.9 *0.2 69.9 12.0 *0.8 *2.2 *3.9 *0.2 *0.2 *2.1 *0.8
30-44 years..... 355 100.0 27.9 *3.9 275 10.1 *4.2 8.1 9.2 *0.8 *0.3 *5.7 *23
5 PARITY OR MORE
All races
15-44 years........coieee 1,836 100.0 30.8 13.5 19.0 9.1 2.2 8.8 *3.2 6.4 *1.5 *1.8 *3.7
16-29 years 96 100.0 *29.7 *19.1 | *29.3 *6.2 *4.7 *5.4 *8.1 - - - *0.6
30-44 years... ... 1,740 100.0 308 13.2 184 9.3 *2.0 9.0 *3.1 6.8 *1.6 *1.9 *3.9
White
15-44 years ....c.oevvveiciiinns 1,572 100.0 28.6 14.8 19.2 7.8 2.4 9.2 *34 7.1 1.7 *1.8 *3.9
15-29 years. ...... 62 100.0 *35.1 *155 § *20.7 *6.8 *71 *7.1 *7.7 - - - -
30-44 years 1,502 100.0 28.3 4.8 8.1 7.9 *2.2 9.3 *3.2 7.4 *1.8 *1.9 *4.1
Black
15-44 Years .....ceceevrvnnne 240 100.0 45.8 *2.9 17.6 18.3 *1.2 *7.1 *2.1 *0.4 *0.4 *1.5 *2.8
16-29 years.. .. 24 100.0 *26.8 | *16.0 | *446 *7.0 - *3.0 - - - - *2.5
30-44 years 216 100.0 47.9 *1.4 14.6 19.5 *1.3 *7.6 *2.3 *0.4 *0.5 *1.7 *2.8

1Al races icludes races other than white and black.
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Table 13. Number of currently married women 15-44 years of age and percent distribution by contraceptive status, according to labor

force status, race, and age: United States, 1973

Noncontraceptors
Number
Labor § L ang of Al || contra- Pregnant.
abor force status, race,* and age women women || ceptors pos ] Other
in Total || partum,or | Sterile
. nonusers
thousands ceeking
pregnancy
IN LABOR FORCE
Percent distribution
All races
1544 VRIS ureeeeremveceeerrnsearenens 11,084 100.0 70.5 23.5 11.3 8.2 9.9
1529 YEAIS uuureirrerirnmsenssossaseessssasarsecsersanseesssesssssnssnsnsanes 4,950 100.0 73.6 26.4 18.5 *1.3 6.7
3044 years.. 6,134 100.0 68.0 32.0 5.5 13.8 12.6
White
15-44 years ...... 9,829 100.0 719 28.1 11.2 8.1 8.8
1529 YEAIS cueeeeirireceenensessiranessorsssesosnaserans 4,443 100.0 742 25.8 18.5 *1.3 6.1
30-44 YRAIS ..ccierirrmreviereaasirsensssasaneriresssrnnesesrasesssantssmonsans 5,387 1000 70.0 30.0 5.3 13.7 11.1
Black
15-44 years 1,128 100.0 614 38.6 10.8 9.2 18.7
15-29 years...... rerreaersesasesenanasnerassasanessenratenannananes 482 100.0 69.7 30.3 17.8 *0.9 11.6
3044 YEArS ....cceirrcacrrrsecarsrasasesomemenssmmeasesntescnmeeesrmaressranees 646 100.0 55.1 44.9 5.6 15.3 24.0
NOT IN LABOR FORCE
All races
1544 YRATS cvtirreeissanetirerasssrrenesessentonressssornnens 15,562 100.0 68.9 31.1 16.4 7.0 7.7
1529 YRAIS c.cveevieerreieerrrererersrmesesserserenssvsversssnssnssanansessans 7,089 100.0 67.8 32.2 26.2 1.3 4.7
3044 years...ceuerirreecierans 8,472 100.0 69.8 30.2 8.2 11.7 10.2
White
15-44 years.....ceceeer. 14,419 100.0 69.6 30.4 16.3 7.0 7.1
15-29 YIS citvrreiniisaseermmasssrsnseesssacssnns 6,520 100.0 68.4 31.6 26.1 1.2 4.3
044 YBACS cc..erecreireerscnrennnraremnncanaseenmomserarmeseorarresnsasseren 7,899 100.0 70.6 29.4 8.1 11.8 9.5
Black
1544 YRAIS «..vivreeerrerrrecnesrarisseearresiesererseassersrsonsaes 953 100.0 584 41.6 17.8 6.8 17.0
1529 YBAIS coccceireecerereeicaseraraessascnsvsnsersrusesarsnmsnenmnsrenmmesees 482 100.0 57.6 424 27.8 *2.2 12.3
30-44 YRAIS ..cccccirecteeresrerssscrerisseesrunssssssssesssessessnnssresanss 471 100.0 59.1 40.9 75 115 219

1All races includes races other than white and black.
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Table 14. Number of currently married women 15-44 years of age using contraceptives and percent distribution by method of contraception used, according to labor
force status, race, and age: United States, 1973

Number Method of contraception
of contra- All
Labor force status, race,! and age ceptors contra- || Female Male Dia- With-
mn ceptors || sterili- stertli- Pill 19]] Condom | Foam | Rhythm Douche | Other
- phragm drawal
thousands zation zation
IN LABOR FORCE
Percent distribution
All races

1544 years......cevvverernne 7,816 100.0 12.0 10.0 | 40.6 9.3 3.5 11.3 4.7 34 2.2 *0.7 2.2
15-29 years.... 3,642 100.0 35 36| 62.2 { 109 26 8.4 4.9 *1.3 *12 *0.2 *1.5
30-44 years.... 4,174 100.0 194 15.7 | 21.7 8.0 4.3 13.9 4.6 5.3 3.0 *1.2 29

White
15-44 years........... ereereerannes 7,063 100.0 10.9 108 | 405 9.0 3.7 12.0 4.5 3.4 2.3 *0.5 2.3
15-29 years.... 3,295 100.0 3.0 38| 620 | 105 2.7 91 4.9 *1.1 *1.3 - 1.6
30-44 years.... 3,769 100.0 17.8 170 | 21.6 7.7 4.5 14.6 4.2 5.5 3.2 *1.0 3.0

Black
15-44 years .......... PR 692 100.0 229 %15 | 427 | 131 *2.1 4.8 5.9 *1.8 *0.9 *2.6 *1.6
15-29 years.... 336 100.0 7.9 - | 647 *1.8 *1.9 *4,2 *25 *0.5 *1.8 *0.5
30-44 years.... 356 100.0 3741 *29 | 220 *24 7.5 7.6 *11 *1.3 *3.3 *2.7

NOT IN LABOR FORCE
All races

1544 years......omurinnnns 10,727 100.0 12.6 12.1 | 328 9.8 3.4 15.1 5.2 4.5 2.1 0.9 1.6
15-29 years. 4,809 100.0 7.8 6.7 | 47.1 | 12.8 24 11.2 5.4 2.6 1.7 *0.6 1.8
30-44 years.. 5918 100.0 16.5 164 | 21.2 7.3 4.2 18.2 5.1 6.0 2.4 1.2 1.5

White
15-44 years .....ccevuuvinerrennns 10,039 100.0 124 12.6 | 321 9.7 3.5 16.6 5.3 4.6 2.3 0.8 1.6
15-29 years. 4,462 100.0 7.6 7.0 | 46.1 | 129 25 115 5.6 2.6 1.7 *0.5 1.9
30-44 years. 5,677 100.0 15.6 17.2 | 208 7.1 4.2 18.8 5.1 6.1 25 *1.0 1.5

Black
15-44 years ....cvrirnienns . 556 100.0 224 *20 | 45.1 | 123 *1.9 6.1 *3.9 *0.6 *0.4 *3.6 *1.6
15-29 years. 278 100.0 12.0 1.5 | 629 | 11.9 *0.6 *4.5 *2.6 *0.6 *0.4 *2.4 *0.6
30-44 years. 279 100.0 328 24 | 273 | 12.7 3.3 *7.6 *5.3 *0.6 *0.4 *4.8 *2.7

1Al races includes races other than white and black.
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Table 15. Number of currently married women 15-44 years of age and percent distribution by contraceptive status, according to education, race, and age United

States, 1973

Noncontraceptors
Number
of Al [{ contra- Pregnant,
Education, race,l and age women women || ceptors post Other
in Total ||partum, or | Sterile
nonusers
thousands seeking
pregnancy
LESS THAN HIGH SCHOOL
Percent distribution
All races
15-44 years, 7,102 100.0 62.3 37.7 14.0 10.2 13.4
15-29 years....... 2,791 100.0 62.6 374 25.4 “1.9 10.1
3044 VOAMS...eiiireireereisisisinasaissrssnes s e astt e s asas s issaste ta b re e T o R b 1ase R s R b e LAt sa T o an T e R R Saen R R nres 4,311 100.0 62.2 37.8 6.7 15.6 18.5
Wiite
15-44 years 6,134 100.0 63.5 364 14.1 105 11.9
T5-29 YOAIS..ueiiriiermeseensioraostisrntsstonsisasabesissosbiass st oot saresessaeniasas e tabebas et SRS E RS R AR st na e er AR e 2,438 100.0 63.4 36.6 25.0 “1.9 9.7
3084 YEAIS.cuccierrrsniiicrinssessmmaceriissassarts s aessat et e sapeae s ae et t s e et e en srn e et s e sare e iesaen 3,696 1000 63.6 36.3 6.9 16.1 13.4
Black
TEa84 VOIS eeiurrservernrerirertrrntosnessestassenstansatnretascssarannessios s sssssararesass smsnins sesses 867 100.0 52.9 47.1 13.5 9.5 24.2
15-29 YBAIS.1euecrerieietrrcsnr it sensisares i o e s sr e s et areb S AR SN eS Ao s et SRS v PR aR e ek sRaR dn paRS beare 302 100.0 56.5 | 445 271 *2.3 16.1
S0-89 YRAMS.c..c.tirerirtrirararoiniannrsarssesss et b s ae s s st as e en a s et e asou b e AR b et S8 snneres Teverae s T e anens 565 100.0 51.5 48.5 6.2 13.2 281
HIGH SCHOOL
All races
1544 YRars....icvvevcsimrsr et s siessnimr et e 12,904 100.0 71.1 28.9 14.0 7.4 7.5
LT R - T OO 6,082 100.0 72.2 27.8 22.3 ‘1.4 4.0
B0-44 YEArS. .cuviircerareormninisros nsasess s s s ssren 6,822 1000 70.1 299 66 12.7 10.6
White
15-44 years 11,974 1000 71.7 28.2 13.9 7.3 7.1
15-29 years 5,591 100.0 72.3 276 22.6 *5 3.6
30-44 years......cuueimiinnsinn PRV 6,382 1000 71.2 28.8 63 124 10.1
Black
B T T OO PO 830 1000 64.3 357 147 80 128
15-29 years.... 459 1000 69.7 303 19.9 “1.3 8.1
30-44 years.... 371 100.0 576 | 424 8.4 16.4 17.6
MORE THAN HIGH SCHOOL
All races
TE44 YRAISuc v cvrestisiiiii e tsir e s ssas s s e R b b ek a ey st R RS dra SR AR SaaneReabn 6,641 1000 74.4 255 15.1 48 5.7
15-29 years....... 3,167 100.0 73.0 270 224 *0.3 4,2
30-44 years....... 3,474 100.0 75.7 243 8.5 8.8 7.0
White
T5-44 YEAIS ..ottt it iste i i i st ra e rab s et s e n e e n e ar e s ReE e ennEEeR e nn et en 6,141 100.0 751 249 150 47 51
15-29 years...... 2,933 100.0 738 26.2 222 *0.3 36
30-44 years 3,208 1000 76.3 23.7 84 8.8 64
Black
TE-A4 YRAS ...otviitiiiicimrens s aas s s es e st st a AR e Sb A e AS Sra bR aren s raren 383 100.0 €6.8 33.1 135 *5.0 14.6
1529 YEBIS..ccvveviiensiiisininietsees . 203 1000 62.3 37.7 23.0 “10 137
0-44 YEAMS.....ceiiviusseenrersinernrsrsssrisasasantessssrteans anemsassssesases evssennre 181 1000 719 28.1 2.8 9.6 15.7

LAll races includes

races uther than white and black,



Table 16. Number of currently married women 15-44 years of age using contraceptives and percent distribution by method of cantraception used, according to
education, race, and age* United States, 1973

Number Method of contraception
of contra- All
Education, race,! and age ceptors contra- || Female Male Dia- With-
in ceptors sterili- steril- Pill 1uD Condom | Foam | Rhythm Douche | Other
phragm drawal
thousands zation zation
LESS THAN HIGH SCHOOL
Percent distribution
All races
1544 years....... ... .. 4,426 100.0 214 12 324 8.9 *1.8 11.0 3.2 3.7 *2.5 *1.4 *25
15-29 years.. 1,746 100.0 116 7.3 527 1.0 *0.5 7.7 24 19 *2.0 *0.6 2.2
30-44 years. 2,680 100.0 27.8 138 19.2 5 *2.6 13.2 *3.7 4.9 2.8 *1.8 *2.6
White
15-44 years .....coccvvnicrinne 3,898 100.0 19.9 123 321 8.4 1.7 11.6 34 4.0 *2.8 *1.1 *2.6
15-29 years., 1,546 100.0 1186 8.0 51.3 1.2 *0.6 7.6 *2.7 *2.1 *2.3 *0.3 *2.4
30-44 years.,... 2,352 100.0 25.3 16.2 19.56 6.5 *2.5 14.2 *3.9 5.2 *3.2 *.7 *2.8
Black
15-44 years..... 458, 100.0 35.5 *1.5 34.8 14.8 *2.2 *4.1 *1.8 *0.1 *0.2 *3.6 *1.3
15-29 years 167 100.0 *14.3 - 65.3 | *11.3 *0.3 “3.8 *0.6 - - *4.0 *0.3
30-44 years...., 291 100 0 47.6 *24 17.3 16.8 *3.3 *4.3 *24 *0.2 *0.4 *3.3 *1.9
HIGH SCHOQL
All races
15-44 years 9,173 100.0 10.7 11.5 36.7 8.9 2.5 15.4 5.3 4.0 24 *0.8 1.7
15-29 years 4,392 100.0 5.6 5.4 §4.0 11.9 *2.0 10.1 5.4 *2.1 *1.3 *0.5 *1.5
30-44 years 4,781 100.0 15.4 17.1 209 6.1 3.0 20.1 5.2 5.8 3.5 *1.0 *1.8
White
15-44 years .....ccoviireninnins 8,591 100.0 104 1241 35.6 8.8 2.6 16.1 5.2 4,2 2.6 0.7 1.7
15-29 years.. 4,045 100.0 5.3 5.6 52.9 11.8 *2.1 10.9 5.6 *2.2 *1.4 *0.5 *1.6
30-44 years 4,545 100.0 14.8 17.9 201 6.2 3.1 20.7 4.9 6.0 3.6 *0.8 *1.8
Black
15-44 years .....cecoerinin . 634 100.0 16.7 1.6 53.4 9.4 *1.6 5.0 6.8 *1.4 *0.5 *2.2 *1.3
15-29 vyears., 320 100.0 9.6 *1.3 67.0 1241 *0.7 *1.8 *4.0 7 *0.5 *0.7 *0.5
30-44 years.. 213 100.0 27.4 1.8 329 *5.4 *29 *99 | *11.0 .0 *0.5 *4.5 *2.4
MORE THAN
HIGH SCHOOL.
All races
1544 years.......... . 4943 100.0 7.2 10.7 38.2 116 6.5 12.2 6.1 4.2 *1.1 *0.5 *1.7
15-29 vears.. 2,312 100.0 2.1 *38 53.6 129 4.9 11.3 6.6 *1.9 1.3 0.2 *1.4
30-44 years. 2,631 100.0 1.6 16.8 24.6 10.3 8.0 13.0 5.6 6.3 .0 *0.8 *2.1
White
15-44 years .....ccveere v 4,613 100.0 6.8 11.1 38.3 1.3 6.8 124 5.9 4.1 *1.0 *0.3 *1.7
15-29 years 2,165 100.0 *2.0 4.0 53.8 125 5.0 11.7 6.7 *1.6 *1.1 . *1.4
30-44 vears.... 2,448 100.0 11.0 174 246 104 8.5 13.1 5.2 6.3 *0.9 *0.3 *1.7
Black
15-44 years .....ceceruvevinnes 256 100.0 12.3 *2.2 39.8 16.0 *2.6 8.1 *7.2 *2.9 *2.0 *3.7 *2.9
15-29 years.... 126 100.0 *4.3 - 54.2 | *18.1 *3.9 *5.4 *5.8 *3.8 *1.0 *3.0 *0.9
3044 years.... 130 100.0 202 *4.4 260 1 *14.0 *1.5 *10.8 *8.5 *2.3 *29 *45 *4.9

1Al races includes races other than white and black.
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Table 17. Number of currently married women 15-44 years of age and percent distribution by contraceptive status, according to
religion, race, and age: United States, 1973

Noncontraceptors
Number
Religi L and of All Contra- Pregnatnt,
eligion, race,” and age women women || ceptors pos ) Other
in Total [|partum,or] Sterile nonusers
thousands seeking
pregnancy
PROTESTANT
Percent distribution
All races
15-44 years......coe... 17,301 100.0 70.6 294 13.3 8.2 7.9
15-29 years 7,791 100.0 70.2 29.7 22.8 *1.5 54
30-44 years 9,510 100.0 70.8 291 5.5 13.6 10.0
White
TB-44 YBAIS cueeeersnrvnereermareroseeremmeeesssmressaransesssasasasas 15,400 100.0 72.0 28.0 13.3 8.1 6.6
15-29 years........ rerssiesessatsesreserrnasenenanens 6,974 100.0 71.1 28.8 2238 *1.5 4.6
3044 YEAIS..ocuriiiciiitireeeriierticiires e snsesrosse s sns s s sa s naan s one 8,426 100.0 72.6 27.4 54 13.6 8.3
Black
15-44 years ...... 1,816 100.0 59.2 40.8 13.5 8.5 18.7
T15-29 VRIS coevvierercettitreir s srccssssrars s s s sne s s st s snamnans 797 100.0 62.8 37.2 225 *1.9 12.8
30-44 years......oueavcerennansen reeeresarasererassesenasanrans 1,020 100.0 56.4 43.6 6.5 13.8 234
CATHOLIC
All races
154 YEAIS .veeeerrennnrerserencmaneersrasareronerermmeeseannans 7,661 100.0 66.4 33.6 16.8 6.5 10.2
15-29 YRAIS ceeeecrctreircerere it rrcreneseras s ressesssnsasersaasn sesmatasmnas 3,326 100.0 68.1 319 25.3 *0.9 5.6
3044 YEATS ceeiiirecererrarerisreerrsnnnsrensnmnnnnanessrssostenmaetnstersesnaes 4,335 100.0 65.1 349 10.3 10.8 13.8
White
1584 YOS cuerreciriersrnenersissonanaess sitsenresssseertanans 7,338 100.0 66.3 33.7 16.8 6.7 10.2
1529 YRAIS ceuirierrreireeeerierarsrreacessrsenerrnessersasscnrnannasstasnenanees 3,169 100.0 68.0 319 255 *1.0 5.5
B0-44 YOAIS cccrcvirererreaccasassesnanntnnerrennaarctcmnarrnoneestoneresennnn 4,169 100.0 65.0 35.0 10.2 11.1 13.8
Black
1544 YATS «.eerrresnvsnmaceerresireinmeenerenteermaensrerensassaasees 183 100.0 70.4 29.6 14.2 3.6 11.7
15-29 YEAIS...oeeeirrecisscserserasenrirssnrnsasssansorssaas sraneesssane s 106 100.0 711 28.8 20.2 - 8.7
30444 YEAIS . ccierereerereerereirarerreacsrarassssnnaassmnmasesanansssonasennanens 76 100.0 69.3 30.6 6.0 8.7 16.0
JEWISH )
White
T15-44 YEAIS cccirrereeerninsersressesinasseanmmeansmsssnnmmasssinananes 448 100.0 84.9 15.1 *6.9 *6.1 *2.1
=
1529 YAIS ceereecicrmrerierrease e rrracaersnssserenssnssensanmoneresroneenaunne 163 100.0 82.1 *17.8 *14.9 - *3.0
30-44 years.... 285 100.0 86.3 *1.6 *2.8 *9.2 *1.6

1Al races includes races other than white and black.
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Table 18. Number of currently married women 15-44 years of age using contraceptives and percent distribution by method of contraception used, according to religion,
race, and age: United States, 1973

Number Method of contraception
of contra- Ali
Religion, race,! and age ceptors contra- {{ Female Male Dia- With-
in ceptors || sterili- | sterili- Pill UD Condom | Foam | Rhythm Douche | Other
! phragm drawai
thousands zation zation
PROTESTANT
Percent distribution
All races
15-44 years....ooernree 12211 100.0 136 129 36.4 8.1 35 12.2 5.2 25 1.8 *02 1.8
15-29 years.. 5,473 100.0 6.5 5.6 55.0 12.0 2.4 8.6 5.3 15 1.1 *0.5 1.4
3044 years... 6,738 100.0 19.3 18.8 21.4 6.7 4.4 15.1 5.2 3.3 2.3 *1.3 21
White
15-44 years ..., 11,082 100.0 126 14.0 35.9 8.7 3.6 129 5.2 2.6 1.9 *0.7 1.8
15-29 years., 4,962 100.0 6.1 6.1 54.3 11.8 28 9.2 5.5 1.4 1.1 *0.3 1.5
30-44 years... 6,120 100.0 17.9 204 200 6.2 4.5 15.8 4.9 3.6 2.5 1.1 2.1
Black
1544 years ..ovevenvirvirns 1,075 100.0 233 1.8 42.2 12.8 2.1 5.7 5.4 1.2 0.7 3.0 1.7
15-29 years 500 100.0 1086 0.8 61.8 135 1.3 3.1 3.4 1.9 0.5 2.4 0.5
30-44 years.. 575 100.0 344 26 25.1 12.2 2.8 7.9 71 0.6 0.9 3.6 2.7
CATHOLIC
All races
15-44 years...c.cvveerene 5,086 100.0 1.0 8.0 343 9.9 25 15.5 4.8 8.3 29 *0.5 21
15-29 years.. 2,265 100.0 5.7 4.9 49.6 12.3 2.2 12.0 5.4 3.5 1.8 *04 1.9
30-44 years.. 2,821 100.0 186.3 10.5 22.1 7.9 2.7 18.3 4.3 12.1 3.9 *0.7 2.3
White
15-44 Years ....cverersernenss 4,865 100.0 10.6 79 34 10.0 2.6 15.8 4.9 8.1 3.1 *0.6 2.2
15-29 years., 2,156 100.0 8.7 4.7 48.8 1286 2.3 12.6 5.5 35 1.9 *0.4 2.0
30-44 years.. 2,709 100.0 14.4 10.5 22.4 7.9 2.8 18.5 4.4 119 4.0 *0.7 2.3
Black
15-44 years .... 128 100.0 233 *1.6 49.5 | *12.2 *1.6 *3.3 *4.0 *2.1 *0.5 - *1.7
15-29 years.. 75 100.0 8.7 - 70.6 | *10.0 *0.7 *28 *55 *1.0 - - *0.8
30-44 years.. 53 100.0 44,0 *40 | *194 | *154 *29 *4.3 *1.9 *3.8 *1.2 - *3.1
JEWISH
White
16-44 years .... 381 100.0 *4,7 *9.5 2.8 20.3 *10.7 19.9 *2.5 - *1.4 - *1.0
15-29 years.. 126 100.0 - *4.0 51.4 | *18.4 *3.2 *18.6 - - *4.4 - -
30-44 years... 255 100.0 *7.0 ([ *123 | *19.2} *21.2 *14.4 *20.6 *38 - - - *15

1Al races includes races other than white and black.
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Table 19. Number of widowed, divorced, and separated women 15-44 years of age and percent distribution by contraceptive status,
according to race and age: United States, 1973

Number Noncontraceptors
" 4 of al || contra- - -
ace and age wo.m en women || ceptors regnan . Other
in Total or post Sterile honusers
thousands partum
All races! Percent distribution
15-44 years. reeereerneraetenresarerasesnerassnrannsnn 3,601 100.0 43.0 57.0 29 2.0 45.1
15-29 years...... " . 1,293 100.0 525 47.5 7.0 *4.3 36.1
30-44 years....ccceeeenen 2,307 100.0 37.7 62.3 *0.6 11.5 50.1
White
15-44 years ....c.ceeeen. rerreeeenmnaeaen ereeneerennen orerneesnanens 2,546 100.0 416 58.4 *2.3 9.0 47.1
15-29 YearS e reeeenerneceernans reereaceraenesessasasbinnssesnatenanananate " 939 100.0 51.1 489 5.9 *3.8 39.2
30-44 years 1,607 100.0 36.0 64.0 *0.3 12.0 51.7
Black
15-44 years .......... reeeressarenrenesssrnnaens " 1,028 100.0 47.2 52.8 4.4 9.1 39.3
15-29 years...cccceeeeuns eeeereararerseasesransesnsaan rreenemsearrenarans 354 100.0 56.2 438 10.0 *5.8 27.9
3044 Years..ccccrcreeeecriasirenanes ereseerneasesrsnanan eenenea etraren 674 100.0 424 57.6 *1.5 10.8 45.2

lincludes races other than white and black.

Table 20. Number of widowed, divorced, and ssparated women 1544 years of age using contraceptives and 'percent distribution by method of contraception used,
according to race and age: United States, 1973

Number Method of contraception
of contra- All
Race and age ceptors contra- Female Male Dia- With-
in ceptors sterih- stenfr- Pl iuD Condom Foam Rhythm Douche | Other
. phragm drawal
thousands zation ration
All races? Percent distribution
15-44 years.......oonennns 1,548 100.0 28.7 *0.8 | 42.0| 18.7 29 22 *1.7 ‘09 *06 *07 *26
15-29 years . .. 679 100.0 15.8 *0.7| 595 | 17.3 *14 1.7 *0.5 02 . *0.7 *2.2
30-44 years.....cvuiiemrienenceninns 869 100.0 38.8 *09 | 284 | 162 *41 *26 *2.6 *1.5 *11 07 *29
White
15-44 years ....covvicirsnscrennns 1,058 100.0 26.7 *1.2] 448 | 168 *37 28 09 *09 *09 - *12
15.29 years 480 100.0 14.7 *09} 620 158 *16 *2.0 B - - . *2.7
3044 years..... 578 100.0 36.6 *1.44f 306 | 17.6 *5.3 *3.4 *1.7 *1.7 *1.6 - -
Black
15-44 vears... 485 100.0 325 -] 364 | 16.7 *1.2 *1.0 *34 *1.0 *0.1 *23 5.4
15-29 years 199 100.0 18.4 -] 835 20.7 *0.7 *0.8 *1.6 *09 . *25 ‘0.8
30-44 years 286 100.0 42.3 -1 245] 138 *1.6 *1.1 *4.6 ‘1.0 *0.2 *2.1 *8.5

1includes races other than white and black,
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Table 21. Number of never married women 15-44 years of age with offspring of their own in the household and percent distribution by
contraceptive status, according to age: United States, 1973

Number Noncontraceptors
A of Al || contra- - -
ge women women || ceptors regnan : Other
in Total or post Sterile
nonusers
thousands partum
Percent distribution

1544 YRAIS everereriireeecerercrraeaenarrnmereniraeassssnenaen 771 100.0 56.6 434 *6.9 *1.9 345
15529 YRAIS uuurneerrenceeerreeesisrnreeessrasssnmssansentermonsssasasaornns 606 100.0 60.4 39.5 *8.3 *0.9 30.3
30-44 years.... 165 100.0 42.6 57.4 *1.6 *5.9 499

Table 22. Number of never married women 15-44 years of age with offspring of their own in the househotd using contraceptives and percent distribution by method of

contraception used, according to age: United States, 1973

Number Method of contraception
of contra- All
Age ceptors contra- || Female | Mate Dia- With-
in ceptors || sterili- | sterili- Pill iuD Condom | Foam | Rhythm Douche | Other
. . phragm drawat
thousands zation zation R
Percent distribution
15-44 years......orererveas 437 100.0 13.1 - 61.9f *11.7 *1.6 *39 *1.4 *0.1 *0.1 %24 *3.6
15-29 Years..c.cvvercrcrmsnvenrararanns 366 100.0 *7.2 - 705 *10.2 *1.9 *4,3 *1.3 - - *2.1 *2.4
30-44 years.....covevevirinanans O *70 100.0 *43.8 -4 "M7.2| "19.7 - *2.0 *2.1 *0.8 *0.6 *3.8 *8.9
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APPENDIX |
TECHNICALNOTES

Background

This report is one of a series of statistical re-
ports based on information collected from a
nationwide sample of women by the National
Survey of Family Growth.

The National Survey of Family Growth
(NSFG) utilizes a questionnaire which obtains
demographic and socioeconomic information
and information on fertility, family planning,
and health factors related to childbearing. As
data relating to various subjects within these
broad topics are tabulated and analyzed, sepa-
rate reports are issued. This report is based on
data collected in the first cycle of the survey
centered on September 13, 1973.

The population covered by the sample for
the National Survey of Family Growth is women
15 to 44 years of age living in households in the
conterminous United States at the time of inter-
view who were ever married or had offspring of
their own living with them. The sample did not
include women living in institutions or group
quarters. Personal interviews were conducted by
the staff of the National Opinion Research Cen-
ter beginning in July 1973 and ending in Febru-
ary 1974.

Statistical Design of the Survey

The sampling plan for the survey was a mul-
tistage probability design. Black households and
households of all other races were selected at
different probabilities so that the sample was
comprised of about 40 percent black women
and 60 percent women of all other races. The
sample was designed so that tabulations could be
provided for each of the four major geographic
regions of the United States.

The first stage of the sample design consisted
of drawing a sample of primary sampling units

(PSU’s). A PSU consisted of a county, a small
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group of contiguous counties, or a standard
metropolitan statistical area as defined by the
U.S. Bureau of the Census in March 1971. The
second and third stages of sampling were used to
select several segments within each PSU. A sys-
tematic sample of dwelling units was then
selected from each segment. Each sample dwell-
ing unit was visited by an interviewer who listed
all household members. If a woman under 45
years of age, ever married or with offspring in
the household, was listed in the household, an
extended interview was conducted. If more than
one woman in the household met the eligibility
criteria, one woman was randomly selected for
an extended interview.

Since the design of NSFG was a complex
multistage probability sample, the derivation of
estimates involved three basic operations:

Inflation by the reciprocal of the probability
of selection.—The probability of selection is
the product of the probabilities of selection
from each step of selection in the design
(PSU, segment-stratum, listing unit, house-
hold, and sample persons within household).

Nonresponse adjustment.—The estimates
were inflated by a multiplication of two fac-
tors, the first of which has the number of
sample households in a given PSU and stra-
tum as its numerator and the number of
households screened in the PSU and stratum
as its denominator. The second factor has
as its numerator the number of screened
households with an eligible woman of a
specific age-race class and PSU group and as
its denominator the number of women ac-
tually interviewed in the same age-race class
and PSU. Screener response for the total
survey was 89.8 percent, and interview re-
sponse was 90.2 percent for the total sam-



ple, yielding an overall response of approxi-
mately 81.0 percent.

Poststratification by marital status, age, and
race.~The estimates are ratio-adjusted
within each of 12 age-race cells to an inde-
pendent estimate of the population for ever
married women. These independent esti-
mates were derived from the U.S. Bureau of
the Census Current Population Surveys of
1971-75. The number of single women with
offspring of their own living with them were
inflated by the first two operations.

All figures are individually rounded;’aggre-
gate figures are rounded to the nearest thousand.
The sum of aggregates and percents may not add
up to the total (100 percent) due to the
rounding.

The effect of the ratio-estimating process is
to make the sample more closely representative
of the population of women under 45 years of
age living in households in the conterminous
United States who are ever married or have their
offspring living with them. The final poststratifi-
cation reduces the sample variance of the esti-
mates for most statistics.

Descriptive material on the sampling design
and estimation procedures may be found in
a report in Series 2 of Vital and Health
Statistics.b

Measurement Process

Field operations for the survey were con-
ducted by the National Opinion Research Cen-
ter, Chicago, Illinois, as an agent for the
National Center for Health Statistics. Their re-
sponsibilitics included pretesting the interview
schedule, selecting the sample, interviewing re-
spondents, and carrying out quality control
checks. The questionnaire was pretested in
November 1972, and there were subsequent
smaller field trials in March 1973. Interviewers
were trained for a week prior to field work and

6National Center for Health Statistics: National Sur-
vey of Family Growth, Cycle I, sample design, estima-
tion procedures, and variance estimations, by D. K.
French. Vital and Health Statistics. Series 2-No. 76.
DHEW Pub. No. (PHS) 78-1350. Public Health Service.
Washington. U.S. Government Printing Office, Jan.
1978.

had their first few schedules reviewed thor-
oughly. Interviewers with poor quality work
were directly observed by supervisors. During
the first part of field work, each interview sched-
ule was reviewed for the completeness of certain
key items with more intensive review and fol-
lowup if errors were discovered. Review was
reduced to a sample of each interviewer’s work
in the later part of the field work. A 10-percent
sample of all households with telephones was
recontacted to verify the interview and the
accuracy of a few items. All these operations
were monitored by the National Center for
Health Statistics.

Parts of the interview schedule used to elicit
information about the contraceptive use and
fecundity of the respondent are reproduced in
appendix III. The full questionnaire is repro-
duced in another report.” Although two differ-
ent forms of the schedule were used, one for
interviewing currently married women and the
other for interviewing widowed, divorced, and
separated women or single women with their
own offspring living with them, only portions of
the currently married questionnaire are repro-
duced in this report. The two forms differ
mainly in wording when reference is made to
the husband, although there are a few questions
in each schedule that are not in the other. Com-
plete schedules are available upon request from
the Family Growth Survey Branch, Division of
Vital Statistics.

Data Reduction

Coding and keying were done by the Na-
tional Opinion Research Center and the U.S.
Bureau of the Census. Each coder’s work was
systematically sampled for verification. Keying
at the U.S. Bureau of the Census was performed
on key-to-disk equipment programmed to reject
invalid entries. Each keyer’s work was systemati-
cally sampled for verification also. The data
were edited by the US. Bureau of the Census

7National Center for Health Statistics: Statistics
needed for national policies related to fertility, a report
of the United States National Committee on Vital and
Health Statistics. Vital and Health Statistics. Series 4-No.
18. DHEW Pub. No. (PHS) 78-1455. Public Health Serv-
ice. Washington. U.S. Government Printing Office, Jan.
1978.
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and the National Center for Health Statistics to
minimize internal inconsistencies. After editing,
value entries were imputed to cases with missing
data on an item-by-item basis. No item with
more than 15 percent missing data was included
in the imputation. The imputed value entry for
a case was selected from a randomly chosen case
with similar characteristics such as race, age, and
marital status, using a procedure known as “hot
deck” imputation.

Reliability of Estimates

Since the statistics presented in this report
are based on a sample, they may differ some-
what from the figures that would have been ob-
tained if a complete census had been taken,
using the same questionnaires, instructions, in-
terviewing personnel, and field procedures. This
chance difference between sample results and a
complete count is referred to as sampling errox
and is measured by a statistic called the standard
error of estimate. Approximate standard errors
for numbers and estimated percents from this
survey are shown in tables I and II for white
women and women of all races combined and
in tables III and IV for black women. The
standard errors were computed using a proce-
dure known as balanced half-sample replication.
Details of this procedure can be found in the
Series 2 report mentioned earlier

The chances are about 68 out of 100 that an
estimate from the sample would differ from a

8See footnote 6.

Table 1. Approximate standard errors for estimated numbers for
white women and women of all races combined: 1973
National Survey of Family Growth

Relative
. . Standard
Size of estimate standard error
error
50,000 ...cciiiirreeciiecen i rnrneecr s 30.0 15,000
100,000 ..... 21.2 21,000
200,000 ..... 15.0 30,000
500,000 ..... 95 47,000
1,000,000 6.7 67,000
2,000,000 ..... 4.8 95,000
5,000,000 ..ccuveimiieiieaeirerinriirneseienians 3.0 151,000
10,000,000 ......ccceeiiirreeeeerreereeereenees 22 216,000
20,000,000 .....oeeciirmeeniiieneaeeiiierenennneae 1.5 311,000
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complete census by less than the standard error.
The chances are about 95 out of 100 that the
differences between the sample estimate and a
complete count would be less than twice the
standard error. In this report, numbers and per-
cents which have a standard error that is more
than 25 percent of the estimate itself are consid-
ered unreliable. They are marked with an
asterisk to caution the user but may be com-
bined to make other types of comparisons of
greater precision.

Sample statistics are compared among sub-
groups using the normal deviate test at the .05
level of confidence. A statistically significant
difference among comparable proportions of
other statistics from two or more subgroups is
one sufficiently greater than zero that a differ-
ence of that size or larger would be expected in
less than 5 percent of repeated samples of the
same size and type if there were no true differ-
ence in the populations sampled. If the observed
difference or a larger one could be expected in
more than 5 percent of repeated samples, it can-
not be concluded that there is a true difference
in the populations. When an observed difference
is sufficiently greater than zero to be statistically
significant, the true difference in the population
is estimated to lie between the observed differ-
ence plus and minus two standard errors of that
difference in 95 out of 100 samples.

When two sample statistics or more are com-
pared and they have only small, statistically
nonsignificant differences among them, they
may be referred to as the “same” or “similar.”
However, where a substantial difference is ob-
served and found not to be statistically signifi-
cant, it should not be concluded that no differ-
ence exists but simply that such a difference
cannot be established with 95-percent confi-
dence from this sample. Where observed differ-
ences are described in terms such as “greater,”
“less,” “larger,” or “smaller,” they have been
tested and found statistically significant. Lack of
comment in the text between any two statistics
does not mean the difference was tested and
found not to be significant.

The standard error of a difference between
two comparative statistics, say the proportion
with characteristic M among black women com-
pared with white women, is approximately the
square root of the sum of the squares of the



Table |I. Approximate standard errors for estimated percents expressed in percentage points for white women and women of all races
combined: 1973 National Survey of Family Growth

Estimated percentage
Base of percentage 20r | 50r | 10or | 200r | 300or | 40 or 50

98 95 20 80 70 60

3.0 4.6 6.4 8.5 9.7 10.4 | 10.6
1.3 21 2.8 3.8 4.3 4.6 4.7
0.9 15 2.0 2.7 3.1 33 3.3
0.5 0.8 1.2 15 1.8 19 1.9
04 0.6 0.9 1.2 14 15 1.5
03 0.5 0.8 1.0 1.2 1.2 1.3
0.3 05 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.0 1.1

standard errors of the statistics considered
separately.

A formula for the standard error of a differ-
ence, d =P1' = Py, is

where P; is the population for one group and P,
the proportion for the comparative group and
VP and V p_ are the relative errors of Py and P,,
respectlvely This formula will represent the
actual standard error quite accurately for the
difference between separate and uncorrelated
characteristics, although it is only a rough
approximation in most other cases. The relative
standard error of various proportions can be
estimated from tables II and IV for statistics
based on the National Survey of Family Growth.

Nonsampling Error

In addition to sampling error, the survey re-
sults are subject to several sources of potential
nonsampling error, including interview nonre-
sponse, nonresponse to individual questions
within the interview, inconsistency of responses
to individual questions, respondent error or mis-
reporting, and errors of recording, coding, or
punching by survey personnel. It is impossible
to measure the extent of nonsampling errors
accurately. Although some useful approximate
measures can be made of some types of non-
sampling error, the survey must rely on several
quality control procedures and other methods
incorporated into the survey design to minimize
nonsampling error.

Interview nonresponse, or the failure to ob-
tain whole interviews, arises from several
sources: incomplete listing of households for the
sampling frame, inability to screen all sample
households for eligible respondents, and inabil-
ity to complete a full interview. Completeness
of a listing cannot be tested directly, as it re-
quires an independent accurate accounting of
the households that should have been listed. In
the National Survey of Family Growth, listing
accuracy was tested by use of the “half-open
interval” check for households missed at the
time of screening; i.e., at designated sample
households, the interviewer was required to
check for dwelling units between the sample
houschold just screened and the next listed
dwelling unit. This procedure resulted in the
addition of 781 missed units, or an additional
2.4 percent, to the original sample of dwelling
units to be screened.

Of the original sample of 32,818 dwelling
units to be screened, 3,820 were found to be

Table lIl. Approximate standard errors for estimated numbers
for black women: 1973 National Survey of Family Growth

Relative
. . Standard
Size of estimate standard error
error
25,000 ...cceccrenrneiererrame i raesesseesessarens 25.3 6,000
50,000 . 17.9 9,000
100,000 .......... 12.7 13,000
150,000 .......... 10.3 16,000
250,000 8.0 20,000
350,000.......... 6.8 24,000
500,000 5.7 28,000
750,000 ....coveccrrnnennns 4.7 35,000
1,000,000 ... 4.0 40,000
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Table IV. Approximate standard errors for estimated percents expressed in percentage points for black women: 1973 National Survey
of Family Growth

Base of percentage

Estimated percentage

2or | S5or | 100r | 200r | 300r | 400r
98 95 90 80 70 60

79 | 123 17.0 22.6 259 27.7 | 28.3
5.6 8.7 12.0 16.0 18.3 18.6 | 20.0
25 3.9 5.4 7.1 8.2 88| 89
1.8 27 3.8 5.1 5.8 6.2 | 6.3
1.0 1.6 22 29 3.3 36| 3.6
0.8 1.2 1.7 23 2.6 28] 28
0.7 1.0 1.4 1.9 2.2 23| 24
0.6 0.9 1.2 1.6 1.8 20| 20

vacant, not dwelling units, or group quarters. Of
the remaining dwelling units, 9.7 percent were
not successfully screened, including 2.3 percent
refusals to have the household members listed,
1.6 percent people with language problems or
illness or otherwise unavailable in the field
period, 4.6 percent where no one could be
found at home, and 1.1 for other reasons such
as being refused access to the unit or lost
records.

Of the 26,177 households for which screen-
ing was completed, 10,879 were found to con-
tain an eligible respondent. However, interviews
were not completed in 9.8 percent of these
cases because of refusals by the eligible respond-
ents (5.0 percent), language, illness, and related
problems (2.0 percent), and no contact after re-
peated calls (2.7 percent).

The nonresponse adjustment for interview
nonresponse described above imputes to nonre-
sponding dwelling units and women the charac-
teristics of similar respondent dwelling units and
women.

Nonresponse to individual questions (item
nonresponse) was less than 2 percent for about
half (51 percent) of the items. Item nonresponse
occurs where the person refused to answer the
question, where the person did not know the
answer to the question, where the question was
erronecously not asked or the answer not re-
corded by the interviewer, and where the answer
was uncodable. For 37 percent of the items,
nonresponse was between 2.0 and 10.0 percent.
For the remaining 12 percent of items, nonre-
sponse was greater than 10 percent of persons
eligible to answer the items. Half of these high
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nonresponse items were concentrated in two
areas—detailed income questions and questions
about the reasons for switching from one con-
traceptive method to another. The remaining
high nonresponse items were generally those
asked of small numbers of persons.

For most items an adjustment for missing
data values was made by one of four imputation
procedures. In order of frequency employed,
they were (1) “hot deck” imputation, (2) im-
putation from a sorted file, (3) editing from
other data within the same case, and (4) alloca-
tion based on technical judgments.

“Hot deck” imputation refers to a procedure
in which the file is first randomized. Next a ma-
trix is created for values of items (e.g., race, age,
and marital status) judged to be correlated with
the item to be imputed (e.g., number of times
married). A reasonable “cold deck” value (e.g.,
2 = married twice) is assigned to each cell of the
matrix in case the first file record with the given
characteristics has missing data. The randomized
file is processed and each record is identified as
belonging to one cell of the matrix (e.g., white,
aged 25-29 years, currently married). The item
to be imputed is checked; if it is blank or not
applicable (e.g., not married before), it is ig-
nored; if it has a missing data code, the code in
the matrix is placed in the record. If it has an
acceptable code, that code replaces the code
already in the matrix, and it remains in the ma-
trix until another record with the same charac-
teristics and a known code is encountered. This
insures that the probability of a code being as-
signed to a record with missing data is the same
as the probability of that code occurring among



records with the same characteristics but with
known data.

For imputation from a sorted file, the rec-
ords are first sorted by selected characteristics,
e.g., marital status, race, and age, so that the
first group of records will be currently married
black women aged 15-19 years, the second
group currently married black women aged 20-
24 years, etc. An initial value is assigned for the
item to be imputed (e.g., 4 [tubal ligation] for
type of sterility), and for any item dependent
on the item to be imputed, (e.g., 9 [not ascer-
tained] to whether the operation was for contra-
ceptive reasons). The ordered file is processed
and each record is checked. If the item to be im-
puted is blank, it is ignored; if it has a known
code, the item and its dependent items replace
the existing set of values; if it has a missing data
code, the item and its dependent items are
changed to the preset values above. This proce-
dure insures the imputed code is reasonable for
the ordering characteristics and that the prob-
ability of assignment is the same as in the popu-
lation in general. There will be some bias, how-
ever, as the boundaries between groups are
crossed.

Where sampling error affects the precision of
survey estimates, nonsampling error introduces
bias. Imputation procedures reduce this bias to
the extent that the assumptions about the rela-
tions between respondent and nonrespondent
characteristics are true. But the amount of re-
maining bias, if any, cannot be measured. There-
fore stringent quality control procedures were
introduced at every stage of the survey, includ-
ing the check on completeness of the household
listing mentioned earlier, the extensive training
and practice of interviewers, field observations
of interviewers, field editing of questionnaires,
short verification interviews with a subsample of
respondents and missed households, verification
of coding of coders and editors, keypunch veri-
fication, and an extensive computer “cleaning”
to check for impermissible codes, missing data,
and response inconsistencies. One source of bias
which can be evaluated through special studies
but cannot be controlled is respondent error,
whether deliberate or unwitting. In this, as in
other surveys, the data are subject to problems
of accurate recall and of the stability of respond-
ents’ views from one time to the next.

000
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APPENDIX Il
DEFINITIONS OF TERMS

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

Noncontraceptive status is classified as fol-
lows:

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

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

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

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

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

Contraceptive status is classified as follows:

1.

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

Method users.—A woman (or couple)
who reported use of a contraceptive
method at the date of interview was clas-
sified according to the specific method
used. Methods used by extremely small



proportions of the population, such as
jelly, cream suppositories, or abstinence,
not in combination with any other
methods, were grouped in the category
“Other.” Where more than one method
was reported in current use, the method
generally considered the most effective
was used for classification purposes. The
oral contraceptive pill, the intrauterine
device (IUD), and contraceptive steriliza-
tion were developed, or achieved prom-
inence, since 1960 and are referred to as
the modem methods, while those prom-
inent before 1960 are referred to as tra-
ditional methods.

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

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

Hispanic origin.—A respondent was classified
as being of Hispanic origin if she reported her
origin or descent as Mexican, Chicano, Mexican
American, Puerto Rican, Cuban, or Other
Spanish.

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

Poverty level income.—The poverty index
ratio was calculated by dividing the total family
income by the weighted average threshold in-
come of nonfarm families with the head under
65 years of age based on the poverty levels
shown in the U.S. Bureau of the Census Current
Population Reports, Series P-60, No. 98, “Char-
acteristics of the Low-Income Population,
1973,” table A-3. This definition takes into ac-
count the sex of the family head and the num-
ber of persons in the family. Total family in-
come includes income from all sources for all
members of the respondent’s family.

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

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

Marital status.—Persons are classified by
marital status as married, widowed, divorced,
separated, or never married. Married persons in-
clude those who report themselves as married or
as informally married (living with a partner or
common-law spouse). Persons who are temporar-
ily separated for reasons other than marital dis-
cord, such as vacation, illness, or Armed Forces,
are classified as married. Divorced persons are
those whose most recent marriage was legally
dissolved and who are free to remarry. The an-
nulled, while having the legal status of never
having been married, are classified together with
the divorced. The category “separated” includes
those who are legally or informally separated
from their most recent spouse due to marital
discord. The “never married” include those who
have never had a formal marriage and do not
consider themselves in any of the preceding cate-
gories. However, in NSFG, single women with
offspring of their own in the household were in-
cluded and are separately classified.

Education. —Education refers to the highest
grade of regular school the woman had com-
pleted at the survey date.

Religion.—Women were asked whether they
were Protestant, Catholic, Jewish, or something
else. Protestant includes most of the Christian
groups other than Roman Catholic.

Houschold  population.—The  household
population consists of persons living in house-
holds. A household is a person or a group of
persons, provided no more than five are unre-
lated to the head of the household, who occupy
a room or group of rooms intended as separate
living quarters; that is, the occupants do not live
and eat with any other persons in the structure,
and there is either (1) direct access from the out-
side of the building or through a common hall or
(2) complete kitchen facilities for the exclusive
use of the occupants of the household.
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APPENDIX 11|
SELECTED SECTIONS OF THE CURRENTLY MARRIED

WOMEN QUESTIONNAIRE OF THE
NATIONAL SURVEY OF FAMILY GROWTH

22. What was the date your last normal period began?

) , ’ (IF_LESS THAN ONE MONTH AGO:
CODE "No" TO Q. 23 & RECALL CHART (E) 14 19
Month Day Year THEN SKIP TO INTRO, FOR Q'S 24-26.)

IF "operation/menopause' TO Q. 21,
ENTER YEAR ON RECALL CHART &D &
SKIP TO INTRODUCTION FOR Q'S 24-26,

23. Are you pregnant now?

Yes . . . . . . (ASK &) 1] RECALL 29
o o] o
Don't know . . (ASK B) . . 8

A. IF YES: When do you expect the baby to be born? ENTER DATE ON LAST LINE OF
COLUMN Y ON BIRTH AND
PREGNANCY RECORD.

B. IF DON'T KNOW: Well, do you think you probably are pregnant or not?

Probably am . (ASK C) . . 1 l RECALL 21
CHART
Probably not . . . . . . . 2 (:)

C. 1F _PROBABLY PREGNANT: TIf you are pregnant, when do you think the baby
will be born? ENTER DATE ON LAST LINE OF COLUMN Y
ON BIRTH AND PREGNANCY RECORD.
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Since (your last pregnancy/July, 1970), did you
ever use any method to delay or prevent a
pregnancy?

Yes.(CODE 1 No.(CODE 2 IN BOX I, RECALL CHART(E)

IN BOX I) AND SKIP TO Q. 56)

BOX I

10

51,

Starting with the first method used during this
time, please tell me all methods in the order
that you used them. (INTERVIEWER: DO NOT COUNT
METHODS USED FOR LESS THAN ONE MONTH. )

PROBE: What other methods?

IF MORE THAN ONE METHOD: Did you use any of
these together? (IF YES, CIRCLE METHODS USED
TOGETHER AND TREAT AS SINGLE METHOD. )

1
1st 2nd

l.
1
](METHODISYMBOL)

3rd

1

|

| 11-
] 14
|

|

i

|

52!

In what month and year did you start to use
(METHOB)? ENTER MONTH AND YEAR.

IF R OR HUSB. STERILIZATION OPERATION, SKIP TO Q.56

| 15~
e

L N 2e

Yr ! ¥r 30

While you were using (METHOD) during this time,
were there some times when you skipped using any
method at all?

Yes.. (ASK A) No .. (CIRCLE 1)

A, Would you say you skipped using (METHOD)
often, sometimes, or only once or twice?

Often.. (CIRCLE 2)  Sometimes..(CIRCLE 3)
Only once or twice..(CIRCLE &)

IF LAST METHOD, SKIP TO Q. 55;

OTHERWISE CONTINUE WITH Q, 54,

31-
34

In what month and year did you stop using (METHOD)?

[GO BACK TO Q. 52 FOR NEXT METHOD.

, i
I I

42
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Yr Yr 50

LAST METHOD THIS INTERVAL, ASK: Are you and your
husband still using (METHOD)?
Yes . . (CIRCLE 1 AND GO TO Q. 56) RECALL

CHART ()

No . . (CIRCLE 2 AND ASK A)

A, In what month and year did you stop using

(METHOD)? ENTER MONTH AND YEAR AND GO TO Q. 56.

51

52 55

Month

Year 56 67/R
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SECTION IV

IF R HAS ALREADY MENTIONED HER OR HUSBAND'S STERILITY, CHECK [:] AND SKIP TO Q. 59. 10

We are talking with women about children they may have in the future, as well as about
those they already have. For the moment we are talking only about babies who may be

born to you.

57 Some couples find it difficult to have children. Do you have any reason to believe
' it would be difficult or impossible for you and your husband to have a(nother) baby
(after this one)?
Yes . . v o v v .. .1 11

No (SKIP TO Q. 60) . 2
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58,

Have you or your husband talked with a doctor about this?

A,

Yes . . (ASKA) . . .1 No . « (ASK B)

2

What did the doctor say? B. Why do you think it would be
difficult or impossible?

[ RECORD VERBATIM AND CODE CATEGORY CLOSEST TO RESPONDENT'S RESPONSE ]

Husband has had a sterilizing operation . . (GO TO
"R" has had an operation . . . .. . . . .(GOTO
Impossible due to accident . . . . . . . . .(GO TO

"R" or husband sterile for other reasons . .(GO TO

"R'" has reached menopause

It is difficult for "R" to carry baby the
full nine months . . . . . . . . . . . .(8KIP TO

There is a physical difficulty getting pregnant,
but no danger . . . .. .. ... .. .(SKIP TO

It is difficult for husband to father
achild . .. . .. ... ¢+ .+« .+ . .(SKIP TO

"R" has difficulty getting pregnant but

There is a non-medical/non-physical
TEASOM & & 4 « =« « + + + « + » +» « + «(SKIP TO

It would be dangerous for "R" to become
pregnant (again) . . . . . . . . . . . (S8KIP TO

It would be dangerous for the baby . . . .(SKIP TO

Q.

Q.

Q.

reason is unknown . . . . . . . . . . .(SKIP TOQ.

Q.

Q.
Q.

59)
59)

59)
59)

65)

60)

60)

60)

60)

60)

60)
60)

01
02
03
04

05

06

07

08

09

10

11
12

12

13 14
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59,

A

(IF "Sterile--unspecified" OR
"Accident or illness,'" CODE 7
OR 8 WITHOUT ASKING & GO TO B)

What kind of operation was it?

CHOOSE APPROPRIATE QUESTION

(1) When was the operation done?

(2) When did the accident occur?

(3) When did you learn (you were/
your husband was) sterile?

ASK FOR OPERATIONS

Was the operation done
at least partly so that
you would not have any
(more) children?

N Yes | No
210
Removal of one ovary s | ] ' l I I te 19 1 )
(Ovariectomy) . . . . . . 1 (Month) (Year)
Removal of both ovaries - rﬁ ] | | I ’ 1 5 (SKIP TO
(Ovariectomy) . . . . . . 2 ) Q 65)
Y (Month) (Year)
One tube tied (tubal l 1 I [ l I 1 2
ligation) or removed . . 3 (Month) (Year)
Both tubes tied (tubal " L 1 1 | L , (SKIP TO
ligation) or removed . . 4 (Month) (Year) Q. 65)
Removal of uterus - [ 1 J | | AJ 1 2 (SKIP TO
(hysterectomy) . . . . . 5 (Month) (Year) Q. 65)
Vasectomy (cutting male % I ' ] I | I 1 2 (SKIP TO
sperm ducts) . . . . . . 6 (Month) (Year) Q. 65)
Accident or illness . . . 7 I l l [ I J ; (SKIP TO
(Month) (Year) Q. 65)
* P
Sterile--unspecified . . 8 r l, AJ [7 l I teeene . (SSI 62?
(Month) (Year) rreeeeees i

* = STERILE (MONTH AND YEAR AT @& ON RECALL CHART.)

76 Is the reason you are not using a method to delay or prevent pregnancy because
]

you,

Yes

No

yourself, want to become pregnant as soon as possible?

29
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