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TRENDS IN FERTILITY IN THE UNITED STATES

L S:lmaTaffcl Dwmon osztaIStatzstzcs

¥

Thc fcmhty of  American . womcn has

droppcd to unprecedentedly low levels in‘recent .

years. ‘Since 1957," there has been an almost

- . continuous decline in the rate at which women

~ ’'have-been bearing children. The rate of decrease
. accclcratcd shaxply from 1970-to 1973, and the
“level of fertility is now the lowest ever observed.
in the United States. :
_ ' The purpose of this report is to present and
" -interpret birth statistics ‘for the “United-States
with particular émphasis on changes that took
~place during the period 1970-73. Data for 1974
and 1975 became available after most of the
analysis was completed and are mcludcd only on’
a limited basis. Data for this report are based o
g mformahon entered -on birth certificates. col-
lected from all States. Sa.mphng rates +and .
sources of data are described in the tcchmcal

. appcnthx

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS . .

| K Al] measures of - feruhty fell sharply durmg
. the period 1970-73. By 1973, the fertility rate
* (births pér 1,000 women aged 1544 years) had’

o declined to 69.2, the lowest ever recorded, and
the annual number of births to 3, 136 ,965, the -

lowest number since 1945. However, the decline

. -in the annual number of births may be at an
"~ - end. There were 3,159,958 live births in 1974 -

and 3,144,198 live births in 1975. Births in both .
years were thus slightly above the 1973 level.:
The fertility rate continued to decline, however,

[ INTi-'(ODUCTION' o .

-

- rcspecuvcly, as a rcsu]t of a rise in thc number

" of women of ¢hildbearing’age. ‘The number of
. women in the d’uldbca.nng ages (15-44-ymrs) is

°thc annual number of births, .

growmg -rapidly and will increage by about 17

percent between :1975 and 1985 and will ; remain -

at about that level. until the year 2000. Uless

- fertility rates fall well below their prcsenblcvcls '

this increase in the number of women will raise

Ma_]or factors- mﬂucaua.l in thc recent dc- s

"~ cline in fertility are changes in the timing.

n"pattcrns of cluldbca.nng (i-e., the ages.at which*"

women give birth) ind an cmergmg preference *
for smaller families. The decrease in numbcrs of

- wanted births occurrcd at a time when the

- falling to 68.4 and 66.7 in 1974 eand 1975, -

introduction of more ~:chabl¢ and " acceptable -

- "'means. of contraccpuon ‘made the’ limiting ‘of

family size'a more réadily attainable goal. The

decline in fertility thus was due also in part to a.
_reducuon in the number of unwantcd births.

Although all age groups {(except girls aged

. 10-}4 and 15- 17 years) cxpcncnccd substantial *
‘reductions in fertility between’ 1970 and 1973,

the greatest ‘declipés were for women aged 40

years .and over. While the median age of child-

bearing for white .women - {d]l birth. orders .
combined) remained constant'between 1970 and
1973 and dropped shightly, for .women of all -
other races, the median age for having second -
and higher order bxrths mcteased for both raaal N

sgroups.

Declifies in blrth ratcs wcrc evident for all ’
birth orders but were. more pronounced for

fourth and h:ghcr order blrths Since there were -

far fewer higher order births, however, 2 major

S pornon of the overall decline was due to the

drop in ﬁrst second, and third ordcr blrths
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When the férti_lit'y of white women was
compared with that of women’of alf other races,
the rates for the latter have been consistently
higher. Botb. groups’ reached peak levels of
* fertility in- 1957 and since then their rates of
. childbearing have been substantially lower. Since -
1970 the, decline has been much steeper for
white women, however, ‘esulnng in a widening ,
‘differential in rates. .

There has been a gradual lengthcmng in the
interval between births for both white and black
women. Although the increase has been sub-
stantially greater for black women, in 1973 the
mean interval betwéen births was still slightly .
‘longer for white women (43.6 months for white
women, 42.4 months for black women).

The birth rates for all ‘States and lar ge

metropolifan areas declined during the 1970- 73 '
period. - Reductionis were generally greater in °

States that had lower-than-average blrth rates at
the beginning of this period. .

. The proportion of women under age 30
bcarmg only one of two children has been
increasing steadily, -concomitant with.a rise in
*the proportlon of women in this age group.who, -

are remaining childless. White women under age |

30 are presently experiencing a higher level of
childlessness than women of all'pther races, a
reversal of the pattern of the last fel decades.

By the end of their childbearing period, .

women bom in 1926 (thc latest group for-
- which -such information is presently available)
- «had given births to 3,007 children per 1,000
women. The U.S. Bureau of the Gensus projects
+ that women born in 1950 will bear between
1,900 and 2,200 children per 1,000 women.

RECENT TRENDS IN FERTILITY

Fertullty Rates '

. The downward trend in fertlhty since 1957
" follows tRe period of increasing fertility of the
19%0’5 and 1950’s.  After “World " War Ix, all

indexes of fertility increased sharply. The high .

Jevel of fcrnhty reached in 1947 has been
attributed in. part to the large number of births
that followed the .1946 surge of postwar

marriages.] Many of these marriages and births

would probably have occurred earlier if the war

had not intervened. In effect large numbers of
marriages and births were shifted from the late .

~1930’s and carly 1940°¢ t6 the postwar period.
Howcver the increase. in fertility was not a -

temporary phenomenor. Fertility rates rosé
from 101.9 births per 1,000 women. aged 15-44
~ years in 1946, the first postwar year, to a peak
of 122.7 in+1957 and remained at relatively high
levels until the early 1966’s. Some .demographers
have attributed this rise in fertility to favorable
economic factors2.3 and the relative competitive

) dlsadvanta.gc faced by women with higher.educa-

tion seckmg employment, which .encouraged
_ early " marriage and childbearing.! Moreover,
those womten who did ‘enter the labor forcc

- during this period experienced less childlessness
- than previously.4¢  ° .

Since 1957, fertilit s have dechncd each
year except for slight rises if\1969 and 1970. By
1973, the rate had dropped to 65.2, 44 percent
below the historic high of 122.7 in 1957.
- Fertility rates have continued to decline since
1973, dropping to 68.4 in 1974 and to 66.7 in
1975 (table 1 and figure 1). Many factors appear

" to have played a role in the reversal in fertility

patterns that began in-the late 1950’.
Women who were experiencing such high
fertility levels earlier in the 1950’s were reaching -

the older ages of the’childbearing period. Since -

‘most -of them had all the children they wanted
to have- while they were younger, they. were
having relatively few children at the older
childbearing ‘ages. This is part of the reason for
the recént decline in annual fertility rates.

In addition, participation in in the labor force ’
of young wives with dependent children became -
more prevalent for a variety of economic reasons
as indicated in a number of studies.5.6 It has
__also been proposcd that the rising rates of divorce-
-‘beginning in 1963 sent many women into the
labor' market.6 Concomitantly, there were in-:
credsmg ‘proportions  of smgIc women. among .
those aged 15-24,7 increasing percentages of
qhﬁdlcss women even among those married,8. and
ghére was a small rise in the bride’s age at first
marnage More recently, the increased use of-
more effective: family planmng methods with the
subsequent reduction :in ‘unwanted births has

“contributed substantially to the downturn ini .
. Hertility.9 A more detailed" dlscussmp_of the

P



.

- until the mid-1930’s* and for the rest: .of the

o
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Figure 1. Fertility rates by color: 1920-75. £
- j . . o,

“effect of the modernization of faniily planning

* methods on fertility is included in the section

- “Chan'ging Péttt_:ms of Fertility Control.”™

Blrth Rates

Birth rates (bxrths per 1,000 populanon) are
.affected by the age-sex composition of the
- entire popu]atxon and ' are, therefore, ‘not as

sensitive a measure of the fertility of the g
" childbearing population as are fertility rates. A

brief discussion of trends in the birth rate-is
included in this report, however, since birth.

. rates are a useful measure of the impact of fert1l- -

ity'on populatlon growth. . :

~There was.a long-term decline in birth rates

for the' white populagion. from the early 1900’

population ‘from the 1920’s to the mid.1930’s
(table 1).” The lowest levels for both color.
groups were reached in 1936, when the overall

blrth rate was 18:4 and the rates for the w}ute

-

-populatxon and the remainder of the populatlon
- were 17.6 and 25.1, respectively- Ax, observed
. for fertility. rates, there was a strong upsurge in
birth rates soon’ after World War II, followed by
_a fairly steady climb in rates until 1957, when
_‘the peak rate of 25.3 was reached. Since then _
there -have been” year-to-year declines ‘in birth
rates, except for small rises in- 1969 and 1970. .
By 1973, the birth rate had dropped to the,then
historic low of 14.9 and has rema.med at about
this level through’ 1975 . A

Declme in Blrths

The' yearly number of b1rfhs has followed -
about the same pattern' of flugtuation as. that- -
observed for fertility rates (table 1). Thé 1940’
and early 1950’s were generally characterized by
a small annual increase. Peak fertility was-
reached in .1957, when there were 4,300,000
births. Dunng the penod 1960 through 1968;
the number of births declined by an-average of - -
2. 2 percent each ycar A temporary reversal of



this downward trend occurredin 1969 and 1970

", but® was followed by an accelerated rate of

< . :decrease during the’ period 1970 through 1973,

" ‘when births declined an avcragc of 5.3 percent
annually. -

The precipitous decrease in births between

" 1970 -and 1973 oceurred despite the growing

number of women of childbearing age and is
thys directly attributible to the major decline in
the rate at which women were bcanngihrldren
In "1970 there were about 15,309,000

aged 20-29, .the ages that account for most

births. By 1973 the number of women in this -
age .group had increased ‘by 11 percent to -

“approximately 16,939,000.
Although the fertlhty rate had droppcd to

+,68.4 in 1974 and to 66.7 in 1975 (1 and 4.
' percent, respectively, below the 1973 rate of

. 69.2), the number of births rose slightly to
- 3,159,958 in 1974 and 3,144,198 in 1975. This
was due to the increase by 1975 in the number
" “'of women aged 20-29 to 18,035,000 (6 percent
. .above the 1973 level), which more than offset
" this relatively small decline in “the rate of
childbearing.

Color Differentials

- &During the 1930’s and intil 1947, trends in
. fertility for white women and all other ‘women
* closely ,paralleled one another. (figure 1). In

#1947 the fertility rate for white women reached’
a peak of 111. 8, dropped abruptly during the .

following yedr, and then continued. to rise

_ their peak (161.7) in 1957. Since 1957, fertility

Yates for both color groups have de‘clined stead-

ily, interrupted only by a small rise in rates for
white women during 1969 and 1970.

' Historically, the fertility of white women
has been consistently lower than the fertility of
- women of all other races, but the disparity has
~varied considerably during the last few decades.

Fertility levels were most similar during 1946 ;

and 1947 (tKe start of the “baby‘béom™) when

the fertility of women of ‘all other races ex-

ceeded the fertilityaupf white women by only 13

percent.. For a number of years, however, the

women,

gap in fertility was 40 pe
example, the period 1963-68). .

From 1966 to 1990, there was a steady

 narrowing in the fertility differential, followed

by 2 widening in the differential bctwcen 1970

and 1973. In 1970 the fertility rate for women
of all other races was 34 pereent higher than for
white women, but by 1973 the difference had
increased to 44 percent and remained at slightly
more than 40 percent in 1974 and 1975.. During

the period 1970-73 the fertility: for both white ’
,women and women of all other races decreased

nt or greater (for -

markedly, but the decline was much steeper for .

white women (22.4 percent compared with 16.5
_ percent). Data from the 1965 and 1970 National

- Fertility Studies - suggest that the persistent -
differential in fertility between white and blacka -

women is not due to the desire for larger
families on the part of black women, but rather

o to the greater frcqucncy of unwarited births and
longer exposure to the gsk of pregnancy due to
the pattern of earlier ch?dbeanng 10 -

Age of Mother '

From 1957 until 1973, the downward move- -

ment in fertility was shared by all age and color

- groups of women, except for the small nurhber

of white women giving birth at ages younger

- thang 15 years. As measured by age-specific birth

rates (the number of births per 1,000 women in.

each age group) the decline in fertility was.

greatest for women aged "35 years and over
(table 2 and figures 2 and 3). By 1973, the

groups had declined more than 60 percent below

- the 1957 levels. For women aged 20-34 years

the decreases were, nearly as striking, ranging
between 42.and 55 percent below the. 1957 °
levels. This pattern is.in sharp contrast to that
observed. in the 1940’s ‘and -1950’s when older

slowly from 1950 to 1957, when ‘the highest ~_ - fertility of these older. women in both color -

rate in the postwar period (117. 6) was reached.
Fertility levels for il other women rose without -
interruption throughout this period and reached’

women had relatively stable fertility and that of. |

women . in the younger age  groups moved
steadily upward Iy

About half of the overall decline in fertility

‘place beginning in 1970. During the period

- from the . peak year of 1957 until 1973 took

2A very large proportion of the births to women of *

- all other races are black births. In 1973 black bn’ths

consntutcd 87 percent of these births. - -
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1970-73,-‘age-specific births rate dcciing:d'an
average of 7 to 13 percent each year, except
among women under age 20, whose fertility -
remained relatively hlgh The recent_decrease in.
fertility for women aged 15-19 yca"s averaged

only 4 percent per year and mainly reflected the

decline among older teenagers.. While birth rates

for white teenagers 18-19 years of age declined -

" 22 percent between 1970 and 1973, rates for
.tyounger “white "teenagers (15-17 years of age)
. wncreased by 1 percent. For teenagers of all-
other races, the rates dropped by 16 percent for
those aged 18-19 years, but by only 4 percent
for those aged 15-17 years. The fertility of very
young girls, ages 10-14, actually increased be-
tween 1970 and 1973..

In 1973 age-specific birth rates -for the
" population of women of all other races were still
. substantially greater than for white women for
all but one age group, women aged 25-29 years
where fcruhty was practically identical. Relative
~ differences jn fertility for other age groups
ranged from 16 percent (30-34 years) to 733
percent (under 15 years). :

. Between 1970 and 1973, the median age for .

~ the beginning of childbearing decreased shghtly

for all other women "and slowly increased for™
white women.- This produced a gradual widening.

between color groups in the median age at the
start of childbearing (tahle 3). By 1973 white
women were starting their families an avcragc of
2.3 years later-than all other women. Although
the median age of chlldbcanng (all’birth ordegs
combmcd) has remained relatively constant. for
white “'women since 1960, and has dropped
ncarl). a- full year for all other women, the
median age for havmg second and higher order .
births has been i increasing steadily for both color

groups. This apparent anomaly is due to the fact

that proportionately more births in recent years
are of lower orders. The median age for. all
orders combined reflects this shift in distribu-

tion of births to lower orders, where births are -

.generally to younger women. o '° ,

Interval Between Births } IR

‘Not only a.rc WOmcn having fewer chlldrcn e

(see section; “Changcs in Completed Fertility
and Total Fertility”) but- the length of time
“ between births has been increasing. Beginning

. Birth Order Changes,

.

\ with 1969, information on thc Jdate of last live '

birth is available -from the bifth Certificates of
many Statcs, permitting the computation of
interval since last live birth. Sifce that year there

. has been a graaua.l lengthening in the interval -
between births for both white and black women - -

(table 4). However, the increase in birth interval
for -black womien, which averaged 4.6 months
between 1969 and 1973, ~wgs substaptially .
greater than the comparable increase ‘of 1.9

“months for white women.. This may be a
reflection of the incrcasing ease of obtaining -

contraceptive assistance on' the part of .black
women with low and marginal incomes through

the rapidly expanding network of public and‘ -

private family planning agencies. l -,

-

_ Decreases in birth. rates for all birth orders
have contributed to the falling fertility rate, but
the rate of decline has been relatively greater for

the higher birth orders {table 5). Between 1970 "

and 1973, white first, second, and third order
bitgh /rates declined: an average of 18 .percent,
whil¢, the drop mJourth and higher order birth
rates avcragcd 40 percent. Decreases during this |
period for lower order births to women of all
other races were far less substantial, averaging 10
percent, but were nearly as great as those" for the
higher orders, which declined an avcrégc of 38
pereent. As-a result of the relatively greater .
decline, in higher order births; first through third
order births have become more predominarit"in
recent years, increasing from 83 to 87 percent of

. all births to white women and from 75 to 82

percent of all births to wemen of all other races -
during ‘the period 1970-73 (table 6). Since there
arg far fewer higher order births, the ¢verall
drop in fertility bctwccn 1970 and 1973 is to a,
large extent a rcﬂcctlon ‘of changcs in first, |

. “second, and third order. births. During this
period 69 percent of the dcchng in_fertility., of
.. white women and’ 44 percent of the decline th

fcrtlhty of women of all 6ther races was

attributable. to -the drop in thcse lower order - °

blrths 2T, .

Between 1973 -and 1975, the rate of decline”
slowed appreciably for all birth orders (table 5). .
There was only a small decrease in first and third
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order bu'th rates during this pcnod (1 4and3.1 .

© _percent, respectively), while second order birth
rates stayed at approximately the same level.
Fourth and higher order rates dropped far more
rapidly than lower 'order rates, but the yearly
declines averaged about half that of the 1970- 73

period.
.- Conduslons drawf from birth /r}es by

-because, the base populatlons, or denominators,
used in computing these rates include all women

live-birth order, must be used- with .caution ;'
o |

" aged 15-44 years. They are not spcafic as to age

and, therefore, iniclude women among whom the
probabahty of having a child of a specified order
is very low. To obtain a clearer. picture of birth
order changes, first, second, and third order birth
rates are presented by age of mother (table 7). It

‘can be seen that decreases'in first births between -
1970 and 1973 were greatest among womenaged

- 20-24. There was little change in'rates for first
*.births among women aged 25-34 years. Simi-
larly, for second ordcr births, women agcd 25-34

years did not experience the pronouriged drop in . -

~ fertility seen among other age groups.
The decline m third order births was of a

greater - magnitude: than for first and 'second

- births for all age gipups® For white women, the

drop-in rates for third order births was greatest

 for women aged 20-29 yca.rs, for women of all

_ -other raccs, the birth rdtes for women under 25
 years of age showed the grcatest declines.

a Fertlhty by Geographlc Area

".State and geograph':c dwzszon -‘-Thc extent
of variation in birth rates among the States can
. be measured by the coefficient of vamation—

the ratio of the standard deviation of an array of
rates to the arithmetic mean of that array,
expressed as a pefcent.Between 1960 and 1968,

< there’'was a year-to-year decline in the birth rates -
" of most States. With this drop there was also a
slight convergence of rates as measured by the
coefficient of variation. Although birth rates
_—continued to decline during almost all the years
between 1969 and 1975, the pattern of con-.
vergence feversed, as shown in ‘table A. The
- relative” dlspcrslon in. rates increased each year
eginning in 1969, and by 1975, the divergence

rates was 95 percent grcatcr than in 19 68.

kI
:3

: Unmd Staus 1960 and 1965-75

'TableA. Birth-rates and eoeffnmoms of veriation amongStam

30.5 -
93

8.1 .

Coaffi- .
C oA -U.S. cient of
Year -birth | varistion-
rate'| among -
. “States .
1975 148 . 1866 .
1974.. 49| ~ 154
1973... 2 " 14.9 146
1972 156 133
1971 . 17.2 118
1970.... : 184
1969...... S | 178
1968 e 17.5. 85
1967 N 78| - 86
1966 184 | 84 .
1965 . 1941
1960 2.7 - 102

- An examination of the percent: decrease in

rates btween 1970 and 1973 for geographic =
d1v1$1ons (table 8) reveals that the rate of decline -

was more rapid for the New England and Middle

' Atlantlc States than for the remainder of the

country;. The smallest changes otcurred in the

"East South Central, Wcst South Ccntml and

Mountain States.

* There’ appca;rs to bc a’ negauvc correlation

bctwcen the extent of décline in the pefiod

occurring by chance:is less than 1 in 100. )- That
is, States that had relatively low birth rates in

. 1970 exhibited somewhat larger than average
.declines.in fertility compared’ with States with .-

higher initial birth ‘rates. This observation is

* consistent- with the pattern of increasing diver-

gence amongthe birth rates of States noted in
table A. Relatively, larger decredses for States

- 1970-73 and ‘the magnitude of a State’s bixth *-
. rate in 1970. (The' coefficient of totrelation is
-.44. The probability of a value this low

with ah‘cady low birth rates would result in a

. widening gap. in rates between these States and

States with initially higher rates.

Variations in rates among States for the year

1973 are shown in figure 4. Geographic differ-
ences in birth rates do not necessarily corre-
spond to differences in the level of fertility of
women at childbearing ages. Birth rates are

. dependent on the age-sex compositign of the -

- popu]atlon to which thcy refer and can, thcrc-

v

14



_precluded the computation of this measure for -
_ years subseguent to 1970.
. An indication. of the extent of dls’tomon in .
' thc use of birth rates when comparing fcrtlhty :

W\'MM'.

¥

fore, be relatively unreliable yardsticks of com-
parative feruhty Fertility ates provide a more
accurate measurement of comparative levels of
fertility - among States -and other geographic
areas, but the lack of population data for
women aged 15-44 in the postcensal years

. of different geographic areas can be seen in the

LN

"mdcxcs for geographlc dmslons shown in table

o

Figure 4. Birth rates by State: 1973 C

P

- 9. Blrth and fcmhty rates for each dmslon in
* 1970 are compared with the national rates. .
" Fertility, when measured by the birth rate, =
_was slightly lower in relation to the national rate
"than when measured by the fertility rate for the
- New  England, Middle Atlantic, West North
"Central, and East South Central Dmsxons, and

was higher or the same in the remaining divi-
sions. However, only in the West North Central
Division did the refinement in measurement -
achieved by use of the fcrnhty rate produge a
substa.nual dlffcrcncc 7

\\. . ‘ . -



£ ¥ezs 10.5 and 8.8 for the fertlity rates,

"l Metropolitan residence.—By 1970, the’ in-_
" verse association between reproductive ‘levels

‘and urbanization, which was observed by. de-

mographers for earlier decades,” had largely - |

_ - disappeared. Only in two geographic .divisions, -
. apd Middle
. Atlantic States, was this pattern- stilt’ evident

those comprising.the New En

(tablc 10). Indeed, for the country as a whole,
» the birth rate was shghtly higher in. metropoli-
“tan . (18.5) than 'in nonmetropolitan areas
~ . ‘(18.1)> Between 1990 and 1973, however,

"birth rates declined more rapidly in metropoli-
tan than in nonmetropolitan areas. During this
period the metropolitan area birth rate dropped

- 21 percent to 13.7. In nonmctropohtan areas .
_, the corrcpondmg drop was 14 percent, resulting
_ in a birth rate of 15.5 (5 percent greater than thc_

" metropolitan area birth rate). .

‘Population mformanon necessary to com-' -
pute birth rates by race in metropolitan and -
nonimetropolitan areas - is available only for;
' 1970. In that year very substantial differences’in

‘birth rates by race were evident in all geographic

_ divisions within both metropolitan and non-.’
metropolitan areas, (table 10). On the average, .

4 _birth rates for women of all other races were 45

percent higher than those for white women in.’
cach- of these areas. Slightly more than two-

thirds (68.3 percent) of all white births and

- nearly three-quarters (74.2 percent) of the births
~ to women of all othcy races were to residents of -

" metropolitan- counties in 1970, By 1973, the

" corresponding proporhons of white- births and

those of all other races in mctropohtan areas had
dropped slightly to 65.8 and 73.4 percent. .

' Birth rates for 1971-73 for very large stand-

ard metropolitan . statistical areas (SMSA’s)—

those ‘with- populations of 1 million or more—~
are shown in table 11. Decreases in birth rates

for large SMSA’s were most pronounced in the
Northeast Region and least in the West Region.

~ The percent declines in birth rates for large ,‘

bMetropolitan aréas consist of all counties within

- standard ‘metropolitan statistical ‘areas except in New
England, where metropolitan areas are comprised of .

counties within metropolitan State economic areas. "

.10 ' -

”fhc net cffcct of 'u51.ng the blrth rate as a -

© SMSA’s in thc.North Central and South Region
were s1milar to thc overafl natlonal dr0p Ny

Lk CHANGESIN , -
COMPLETED FERTILITY AND
.- TOTAL FERTILITY ©

: j o
In order ito undcxstand recent trends’ in '. :
ity, it is nccessary to consider two other

‘nnportant factors—complctcd family size and

timing of- bu'l‘hs

Cohort Fef‘tlltty COneept

Up to this pomt fc:rl:xlrt)7 has been cxa.mmcd

i primarily m ‘terms of .calendar year changes.
-~ Another approach is to follow the childbearing .
- of groups af women through'their reproductive
years. Suchr groups are called “cohorts”.and are .

“identified by the year: of their ?.u'th. Thus these

women always earry the sam d"slgnanon re-

gardlss of their ages. This enables comparisons - -
. over ime’ for ‘the’ same cohort and also comipdri-
. sons ‘among’ dxffercnt cohorts at the ‘same age. .
'For example, statements can be made about the -
" fertility of the 1930 cohort when jts members -

were 30 years of age in 1960 and when they
were 40 ycars of age in 1970. Or, alternately; a

* © comparison can be fnade between the number -
~: of children borne by women in the 1930 cohart

by age 30 (in 1960) and the number of children

. bome by the 1940 cohort by age 30 (in 1970) L
- Long-Tem Trends in Gomplabed Fertlllty 4

Thc avcragc numbcr of children ever borne

: ‘by -a_ cohort up to a specified age is termed the

“cumulative fertility rate.” Of special interestis
the- avcrage number borne by age 50-(the end of -
the chlldbcanng period), known as-the “com-

pleted fertility ‘rate.” Table 12 shows com-
pleted . fertility for cohorts of women born .

during each year from 1875 to 1926. (Com- -

L plétcd fertility " rates for white. women and @

women of all other races for the cohorts of 1875

‘to 1926 are depicted as the top lines of figures 5

- r

. €A miore. complete d:scu.mon of the cohort fertility

'conccpt and detailed data on the fcttihty of the cohorts

of 1868 to 1959 can be found in Fertility Tables for
Birth Cohorts by Color: United States, 1917-73. DHEW -

. ' Pub.'No. (HRA) 76-1152. Health Resources Administra:
~ tion, Washington. U.S. Govcrnment Printing Office, Apr.
.. 1976 , .
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and 6.) There was a long-term decline jn
completed fcrtxhty rates from the 1875 cohort
- (3,669 “births ‘per, 1,000 women) to the 1908
cohort. (2,270 births ‘per 1,000 women). The
extiemely low levels of fertility seen for these:
latgr cohorts are probably due to the fact that

‘they reached the ages of peak ~childbearing

during the, dcprcssmn of the 1930’s. Completed

fcruhty increased for succeeding cohorts, reach- -

* ing-a high of 3,007 for the cohort of. 1926, the -
., latest ‘cohort for which_compléted fertility is”
presently known. Although later- cohorts have
. not yet reached age 50, the cohorts of 1927 to

-1936 must surpass the 1926 cohort since these

. ~cohorts have already borne more children by

younger ages. than the 1926 cohort ‘had
‘altogether,

JU.S. Bureau of the Census pro_]cctxons indi-

.. cate that women born in 1935 will probably

- complete their families with approximately

- 3,200 births per 1,000 women. Projections of-

completed family size* for younger cohorts are

far lower, and it seems probable that the cohorts -

Jof - 1940 and later years will show markcd :

reductions in complctcd fertility. The Bureau of
-the Census assumes in their projections that
compjeted fertility for the cohort of 1945 will,
. range between 2,251 and 2,325, and for the

-1950 cohort between 1,874 and 2,166.12 '

- While trends in completed fertility for white -

- women and women of all other races are quite
*similar, completed fertility for white women has
been consistently lower. Projections by the

" Bureau of the Census are based on the assump-

tion ‘that this dlffcrcntlal will pcr51st well into .

the futurc

v
W

Famuly Suze at Younger Ages\

In reccnt years young women are havmg
fewer births and more young women are remain-
ing childless. This is- clearly illustrated by a
comparison of the percent of women who have
had no births, one birth, two births, and so forth,
by age 30 as of January 1, 1966 (cohort of
1936) and as of January 1, 1976 (cohort of
1946) (figure§ 7 and 8). At the beginning of -

1966, 13 percent of all whité women who had"

reached the age of 30 had no children; by 1976,

children.or more by age 30 at thc beginning of
1966, but this proportion.had fallen to about 9.

'perccnt~at the start of 1976. Concomitantly, thc

proportion of white womcn with only one ‘or
two children has been increasing steadily.

' During the last few _decades, childlessness -
has been consistently higher among women of -

- all other races-than among white women. How-
‘ever, with the recent rapid increase in the. -
“percent of white women with no children’ and
gradual decline in- the .percent of childlessness =

among women of all other races, by 1976. white

* women under age 30 were experiencing a higher
level of chﬂdlcssness ‘than women of-other races
"(21 percent and 14 percent, respectively). Al-
. though the drop in proportion of young women
having large families has not'been as precipitous
. for women of all other -races .as for" ‘White

women, the decline has nevertheless been’quite

- pronounced. From.1966.to the end of 1975, the

proportion of women of ‘all other races havmg

four or more children by age 30 decreased from
. 40 percent to 20 perc¢ent. As observed for white

women, the proportion of young women of all

“other. races having only one-or two children has -
' gradually risen durmg this period. '

Tlmmg of Blrths—Total Fer;lllty Rate

. Another way of assessing changcs in fcrtlhty _'

is by use of the total fcrtlhty ‘rate. This is the

surt of agé-specific birth rates for all ages in the
reproductive period 'in any given calendar year.
The total fertility  rate states the number of
births 1,000 women would have if they experi-

~.enced throughout ‘their reproductive agc's the set -

of age-specific birth vates observed in a given
calendar year. It is a useful measure becatse it

‘can be compared with the completed childbear-

ing cxpectcd by actual groups of women. Such
comparisons may give some idea of the extent to
which fertility in a given ‘year is likely to be

- distorted by factors involving the timing ‘of

+ this had increased to 21 percent. About 24 .

percent of - all white women had bomne four - *

~

1

i
‘

births, which have only a, temporary effect. For
example, the peak total fertility rate of 3,582

_ obécx:véd for white-women in 1957 could be

i:onsxdcred inflated in tlie sense that such a high
rate was' not in keeping with the birth expecta-

" tions of white women then in the childbearing

population. According to a 1955 survey, no
actual group of whlte women at that time

4
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T expectcd to havc as many as 3 600 chxldren pcr'

- 1,000 women by the end’of, the réproductive

pcnod.l-': Most of the women surveyed have

.now_ completed- or are nearing, completion of
dnl’db&nng So far, no .cohort of women

" includéd in’ that-survcy has ‘borne- morc than_'-

3,100 clnldrenpcr 1,000 women. -

.Changes in the ages at which’ womert haye

their children as well as changes in completed

_ family size affect annual fertility.. A mafor o

_portion of the upward and downward shifts in

fcrnhty described” earlier and also evidenced
in total fertility-rate fluctuations (table 13) can

be ascribed to changing timing patterns, that j is,
changcs in. the ages at which women have ;
children. The solid line in figure 9
_major trerids in the total fertility rat
actually been observed in the Uni

1920. This line is influenced bo by cha.ngcsm .

' _completed fertility and by chan
«of births. The broken line is deshg
sent the hypothetical trend that
_ been followed if the pattern in age at
-ing had been constant throughout this’ peyiod.
In other words, the ‘only factor causing the
broken line to rise and fall is changes. in
average number of children that women have by

‘the end of the chlldbeanng period. It is apparent -

' that annual fluctuations in actual fertility are

considerably greater than the corresponding

changes due to variations in family size only.
The following table gives an indication of
o thc pomon of the ma_]or up and down move-

“merits in fertihty of whltc women and women of

"‘allothcrtaccswhxch@nbcascﬁbcdtosluftsm

tlmmgpattcms SR
N S ‘ Perzod of - Pén'od’_ : o
Colo; . ' 193539 ~ . 195559 |

el t0-1955-59 19 1970-74 .
TR (nsmgrates) (fallmgrates}
,- ‘, RS Percent _ )
% Temt. .0 59 56
Whiteuwwieiee. . 610 56
'“ik;ll;othcr.._. ......... ... b5 . 54

r

Thcse numbers must bc rcgardcd as approxlma-
tions, - for, it was necessary .to ~estimate -the .

' complctcd fertility of many of the women still . -
. In the reproductive ages. . c
. These figures suggest. that nmmg changcs:

~ have played a somewhat smaller role in thé
- decline in fcmhty of white women in recent
, Years than in the rise during the postwar 'years,

but have influenced to about the same extent
" both the up and down 'movements of fertility for -

" . women of all other races. During both pcnods‘ o

_shifts in age at childbearing have had less impact -
on_year-to-year changes in the fcmhty of .

womcn of all othgr races‘than of white women. -

Figures. 10 and 11 show total fcrtxhty rates -
by livebirth order for white women and fof -

~ wpmen of all other races from.1917 to 1975.

Fcr each ordcr these’ ratcs are the sums of the

4,000
. .
z 7
3
o ~ 2000
. « .
&
=
._n";‘ - -
s , —— Actusl
» 't © "™ Hypothetical raths thet would have
T been observed if the timing for alt ’ "
. cohorts was the sme. K ’ -
ol ¢ - 1 -1 : . o I P B :
182024 . 192529 1930-34 1538-39 194044 104540 . 105064 196558  1960-84 1965-80 1970-74
. - - . Y ‘ ) X . - .° .’
. .~ YEARS o

16

) . Fiwnb 9.'Actusl and hypottmiul sscular tnn&s} in taul fe‘rﬁlity rates: 1920-74.
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~ birth ra“tcs By single year of ‘age
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Sums of the total fertility rates of all orders are
the rates shown in table 13. :

+ . - One-of the most striking features of figure
*'~10 is the fact that the rates for first births’ for

white women - for .the period. 1947-57 were

in a given year,

almost always above 1,000, indicating more thar

_anomaly reflects the overlapping of two. age
- patterns of childbeafing. First-birth rates were

1,000 first. births per” 1,000 ‘women. This -

- very high for older wgmqn‘_as- well as for younger
. .women during this period. Such high rates for.

first births obviously could not ke experiericed
by an ‘actual. cohort of women; :
fall after the temporary effects of the overlap-

“they had to

‘ping shifts in timing had passed. Since 1957,

there has been.a major decline.in first-birth
' rates, with only a temporary interruption in this
trend between 1965 and 1970.
- The pattemn in. the_ total 'fertility rate for
first births for women of all .other races (figure
-11) is noticeably different than that described
for- white women. Despite the generally high

level of these rates in the period beginning 1947,
the total fertility rate never rose above 1,000. .

The drop following the 1957 peak was far more
gentle than for white births, and rates increased

during ‘the 19607, reaching a higher level in
1970 than in 1957. Although the total fertility
rates for first births declined between 1970 and

. '19%3, the rate for white women dropped nearly

‘twice as rapidly as for women of all other races—
18.0 percent_compared with 9.5 percent. This
‘differential is due almost wholly to the far more
rapid decline in" first-order rates for young white

women aged 15-24 compared with ‘the decline

fot women of all othér races at these ages.

-

_ CHANGING PATTERNS
_ OF FERTILITY CONTROL

: Accérding to . the results of ‘the Nafional
Fertility Studies of 1965 arfd 1970 and the 1973

National Survey of Family Growth (NSFG)d .

- -

dThe NSFG'was designed to provide information

 about fertility, family planning, and other aspects of

S

LN
TN

" maternal and child health related to ¢ aring. The -
statistics cited in this report refer to 7,566 currently
married ‘women interviewed between July-N973 and
February 1974. - : ‘

_.1973.34,15

N ) . L . .
. . te N . '.
there was a drimatic change in the most com-
monly used methods of contraception among

" married couples during the period 1965-73.

Couples using one of the three more efiective

" .methods—sterilization,  the pill, and' the TUD-
* (intrautering devige)—increased from 37 percent

of all couples practicing ‘contraception in 1965 = .,

to 69 percent in 1973. Concomitagtly, ‘there was

a gradual decline in the-préportion=of married
couples not using any contraceptive method,
from 86 percent in{1965 to 30 percent in

Results of the' NSFG show that u‘se of ihe'se B

“three. effective methods varied ‘inversely with
* family income. Couples with incomes below the
‘poverty level wére Tost likely- to,use effective.
~miethods (77 percent "of: all those practicing
- contraception) while those with incomes at least
- twice ‘the poverty level were least likely to use -

these methods (67 percent).!5 The widespread -
use of -effective methods of contraception

~ ‘among lower income couples has been attributed

to the widening network of public and family -
planning organizations which have' provided
advice to women who' have little access to™

. private physicians.? ;

Although black couples were less likely than

. white couples to use any. form of contraception

according to the NSKG, among, those couples- -
who- did practice contfaception, there, was a _
greater proportion .ef*black than of white

. couples using these thrge effective methods. This
. relationship was observed at~all income le:._vels.l.5

Reduction in Unwanted Births -
. . The shift- to more effective: methods of -

‘contraception may provide part of the explana-
tion for the concurrent decline in unwanted
fertility and the drop in the national birth rate.
In the interval between 1961-65 and 1966-70,
the rate of unwanted fertility,”as measured by
the number. of unwanted births per 1,000

woman-years of exposurg, was. estimated to have
been reduced by an average of 36 percent (55
compared with 35 unwanted births per 1,000
woman-years of exposure). The “decline was

- much higher for black women (56.percent) than
* for white women (35 percent)—a decrease from

149 to 65 and 48 to 31 births per 1,000
woman-years of -exposure, respectively. It was
estimated that about half of the drop in fertility

. a7
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ﬁThcusc of .;éc)’rl‘ti'a,cepti\_/é pills,',ha-s increased
rapidly since their introduction to the public in
'1960. ‘Estimates based on' national studies. df

‘e

A

. *bctwccn 1965 and 1970 was due 1o the effect of -

this greater control of unwanted births.10:14

. . The change in methods of fertility control"
. has had a marked influence. o recent-fertility," -
* and is; therefore, .examined in somewhat greater

~ detait in the follo R

ing sections.,
<= . R . N

~

BRREY DN : : S e, e
[ - “ . . . . . -
* - Contraceptive Palls - - .~ . SHU

~
-

fertility indicate: ‘that -24 percent ‘_of married

.- Women' practicing contraception were using the
- pill by 1965, and that this. proporticn had grown

- women). This method.has found especial accept- |

began in 1958,

to 36 percent by 1973. (about- 6.7 million

ance by black married women of all ages. Its
usage among. - this ' group increased ffrom 22

percent to 44 percent of those practicing contra--
.ception betwéen 1965 and 1973.15 -

- ‘Since the long-term downturn in fertility
2 years before the introduction

of oral contraceptives, their use could not have

injtiated . the. decline in births. However, in-

creased usage of the pill during the 1960’s
probably did have a reinforcing effect on the -

 rate of decline of births in that period. The pill

is a highly effective method of contraception -
‘and is generally régarded as more convenient

. . EX R * e
than other methods in common use at 'that time.

Therefore, substitution of the_ pill for other -

" methods of family limitation would tend to

. Intrauterine Devices
T .

reduce the incidence of unintended conceptions.

Iy
.

Althbugh it was estimated that only 1

percent of all wives practicing contraception

_were using an intrauterine device (IUD) in

1965,9 by 1973 the-comparable figure was 10

. percent (about 1.8 million married women).!5

" . _more black than white married women were: .

The 1973 NSFG found that proportionately

~ 'using this form of contraception (13 percent anid

- cept oral contraceptives.16

9 percent, respectively, of all married women
using contraception).! 5" Intrauterine 'devices are
considered more effective 'in' preventing preg-
nancy than any other. nonsurgical method ex-

PR

v . . e

" reproduction; - rather
. spacing of children. © "

ubal ligation fof women

In rcccnt years wiuntary :s.tériIizatibn. {gen- -
f

‘efally in the form

_and vasectomy for men) has become one of the

. preferred . methods - of contraception »‘amp_n-g"
"~ couples - desiring, no additional childrén. .Fhis

L4

ro..

form of contraception differs from' the pill and -,

It has been estimated from data derived

from the 1970 National, Fertility* Study that

2.75 million married couplés, or 11 percent of .
all married couples in the reproductive ages, had o

most widely used form of contraception among
older couples (those where the wives were 30

years or older). Sterilization was used far more

- been sterilized for: contraceptive purposes by
' 1970. Indeed, it was found that this was the

frequently by black women than by whise -

women at all: ages, but by relatively few black

- men. However, for couples where either the wife .
. orddhusband was sterilized, it was found: that

‘sterilization was a in‘ori; common. method among -

. -older black couples (34 percent) than. among

older white couples (25 percent).9

- Information from the 1973 National 'Slur-vcy :
- of Family Growth indicates that by 1973 about

4.4 million couples, or 16 percent of all married

couples, had been sterilized for the purposes of

‘.

contraception: Consistent with the observations -

-of the 1970 National Fertility Study, it was

found that minority women’ of all ‘ages were

more likely thari .white women to have had -

sterilizing operations, bu} that the proportion of
black maleshaving such operations was far

“smaller than that of white males.15 Unpublished

data from the. 1973 survey indicate that an’
additional 20 percent of all matried couples

anticipate: having a contracepgive sterilization .

operation at some time.17
e " .
L

Legal'Abb:;jpns . 4",'

The uséof induced abortiori as 2 legal o, -
- medical procedure to terminaté pregnancies was A
. relatively rare uritil the late 1960’ During the
.period 1967-70, 12 States enacted laws that -
_ extended the basis for medical abortions beyond -
" previous stringent legal grounds, which usually "
- limited such procedures to life-threatening sitia’ -

-
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~ TUD in that it is primarily a tiedns of ending™" ‘-



tions. In 1970 Tour additional States passed laws-
 that provided for abortion virtually on demand,
and in 1973 the Supreme Court handed’ down -
two landmark decisions that, in effect, nullified

" . the restrictive’abortion laws of most States. As a
result, the number of legal abortions in the -

United  States increased from about: 5,000 in
. 196318 to 742,000 reported in 1973 and an
“estimated 998,000 in 1975.19 '
" ~There has been considerable speculatxon
concerning the impact on the birth rate of these
increasing numbers of legal. abortions. One of
the major difficulties in such an assessment 1is
‘the fact that illegal abortion has always been .

widespread and-that many legal abortions cur- - .

rently “being performed are replacements for
illegal terminations. A study of abortions in the
- United States concluded that although the great

" .. majority of legal abgrtlons were replacéments

“for illegal abortions, the rise in legal abortions
prevented about 200,000 births in 1974.20 A
study of changes m‘lcgmmate and 111eg1t1m{

fertility in the United States concluded that -

legalvahortions performed during 1971 averted a

- that” thc percent of women expectmg havc-_.
" families of four children.or more has a‘ﬁ)
- substantially in. the last few years. In 1971 .

pped.

nearly one in four wives aged 18-39 years
expected to have four children or more; by
mid-1975 this proportion had decreased to
about one in six wives. The survey also’ found-.

. that the expected family size of young black

wives (ded 18-24 years) still remained larger -

- (2.5 ‘children) than that of young whxte wives

(2.1 children].22.

-

Numbers of Blrths

Let us consxdcr whatt future numbcrs of -

-.births and levels of fertility are implied by three
’zd.lfferent assumpnons The size of the childbear- -

ing populatlon isTan important factor in any
discussion of trends in the numbers of births. .
Between 1975 and 1985, the number of women -.
in the. childbearing ages will increase by about .
17 percent “and will Temain at abouf that lével -
until the year 2000, according to projections .

. prepared by the Bureau of the Census that are

substantial number of out-of-wedlock births in ..
that year, but had only a neghgxble effect on the *
reduction in legitimate births.21 _ K

"based 6n “the - asst_xmptlen that fertility will
‘eventually. drop -to a level slightly below thaty

G
»
[
s

. FUTURE TRENDS

oIt is apparent from the px’cyious discussiori '
that patterns of reproductlon and methods of
fertlhty control are now substantially. different

than "they were even 10 years agg. Although™*
_ demographers differ - on .what thése changes .
foretell, it is clear’ that women are increasingly

- being- -directed towards goals other than mother-
hood ‘and are gaining éver greater’ cOntrol over
" their fertllxty . e .

_Blrth Exppctatlons- o

-

. ; Accordmg to the’ rcsults of a 1975 U.S
Bureau of the Census. survey' on birth expecta-
tions, American couples in recent ‘years have

antxapated having progressively fewer ¢hildren. - -

Wives in their mid- to late-twenties queried in- * .ing ‘good’ ones as d;layed martiages and births

1975 anticipated having a total of 2.3 children;
in contrast to an expected family size of 2.6
children for wives of similar: ages who were
interviewed in 1971. The survey also revealed

&£,

': observed, in 1975.12 That is, total fertility rates - -
- will stabilize at about 1,700 by the year 2000 o
* compared to the 1975 total fertility rate of

1,770. Thus, unless - fertlhty rates, fall well below

. the 1975 level, the increase in the number of

women - will soon ‘tend to> ra.lse thea annual

umber of births. -
,g,mf' igure 12 (assumptlon I) shows that in order

r the “annual num -of blrths to- remain

e

fonstant at.a level of -about ‘3" millior a year

. - slightly less than the 8. lmllhonbut-hsm 1975),

the total fertifity:fate would have'ts drop to
1,520 in 1985, but would gradually increase to -

. about 1,850 by the year 2000. Although
'»-.changes of this magmtude may seem unlikely,
- we may; well .be entering an era of very sharp- -

fluctuations ‘in- fertility. ‘As- stated by Larry -

" Bumpass,23: “With near complete -‘contral, we
.may experience very deep troughs indeed fol-

lowing ‘bad years,” >and rather high peaks follow-

are made up.”

-Figure 12 (assumpuons IF and III) mdlcates
that if the total fertility rate were to remain
constant at 1,800 (about the present level), the

21
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annfél number of births would nse to about:3.6 likely pattern would be for ‘the total fei mhty '
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below preseng levels By, the year 2000: However, y births’ would rise to 4.1 million in 1985 and
if we assume that the pfsent low fertility rate 1s_-€>;? decrease to just under 4. 0 million in the year
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- Table 1. Number of live birth, birth retes, and fertility rates, by color: United Statss, 1900-75 - . ) . Coat
. . Year . . - RN - 4 ] . - - o
Lo o s S o ﬂ woiee | o | Toul [l wmiee | 25 Frowt | weie o:". O
- Registered births B T - Numbser : . Mg.rl.m Rats per 1,000 women -
) - -~ 2, ) o 4 . ¥ populstion 1544 years .
N k4 N -1 . - N . e
1975, " R . . "3.144,196 1 2551906 | 562202 | 148 | .138-] 212 | 887 | 630 [ ‘803
1974 : ; : 3150968 {{- 2575792 | 584,186 | 149 || 140 ] 214 684 |} 647 | - 910 )
1973 - 3 e 3,136,965 ) 2,551,000 | 585935 | 149 139 | 219 | 2] 63| 943 ., - -
1972 aoeneen, . : -~ |.3.258.411 () 2655558 { 602853 | 15681 146 | 228 | 7134 ] e92] 1003 -
wn - : - - 3555970 || 2919748 | 636,224 | 17.2°}] 162 | 24.7 | 818 ] 775 ] 1088 -
1970 o 640,122 ' 879 ] 841} 130
1989, 885§ 824] 1148
1968 - v | 857 §°815] 1149 ‘
1967 & : . : 8280 831 1198
1966. A 91.3 § 084 | 1289
1985, . 966 § 914§ 139
1964 1050 ) 808} 1417
19632 1085 | 103.7 ] 1448
19622 1122 | 1075] 1488
1961 < F1172 4 1221 1538,
1960. : b ‘f1180 § 1132| 538 -
1959, 188-§ 1139 | 1580 -
; Births adjusted tor underreg 3
v . . .. . K ‘. s . .
. 1959 . ot 1189 nas| 187 - R
19858...... : 1200 - 1148 |. 189
1967 1227 § 178 1817
1986.... 1210 [ 1159 | 1887
1955, 1183 | 11277 1543 .
1954 P 11729 I 1135 ). 1522
1953 ed : 1150 f| 1109 | 1484
' 1962 1138°f 1100 | 1427
1951 : niafl 10771 a7 L
s 1950 1062 £ 1023 |—1373 ",
1949 : 107.1 § 1036] 1381
1948, 107.3 § 1043 | 1318 -
1947, 1133 8 8| 1289
1946.... g . 101.2'§ 1004 | 1139
1945, N 859 || ‘834 | - 1080
1944, : 838 f| 863 | 1085
. 1943 H 9438 823 MmO
1942 : 915 895| 1078
1941 ! 8343 807 1084
1940 . M9 79| 1024 .
1939, 778 [l 748} 1009
. 1938, 71| 765 1008
- 1937 7790 744 9.4
1938. < . . - 758 1-733] 959 -
1938, ! : 772 745| . 984
1934 sl 7158] 1004
1933 P %31 737] 973 1
1932, . 817 7.0} 1030
1931 s4sfl 824 1021
~"1830.... 8924 871 1069
1929 89.3 4 87.3| 1089
‘1928 a3l 81.7| 1m0
- 1927..... g8l 979 | 1217
1928. 1026 | 98.2] 1303
49925.:.... 106.6 | 103.3 | 1340
1924 1108 | '1078] 1358
1923 : = 1105 § 1080 | 1305
19225 1112 § 1088 1308
1921 % 198 § 1172 1408
1920 1179 § 1154 | 1375~
1919 n\ . L1112 ves oed
1918 . 1198% ~... .oe
1917, S 1210 ...
1918 ey 1234 1 1208
1915, . : . 1260 | 1232 .
1914, b . v | 2966,000 |- 2588000 . . ---| 209(| 223 | ... |1266 [ 1248
1913 - : : 2,869,000 || 2,497,000 ---] 5] 88} ... [1247] 1224 -
1912 - " - 2840000 | 2467000  ---§ 298§ 290] ... li2s8f 1233] . <. o
1911 R . 2,808,000 || 2,435,000 - ol @11 ... |1263] 1238 o
© 1910 et ;. . R 1 27770008 2400000 | .- 309 27 --- [1288a238] -
1909 : et : ; N . 2,718,000 || 2,344,000 -1’30}t 82| -..|1288) 1238

1kor 191719 and 1941-46. figurcs are based on popilatiod including Armed Forces abrusd. , ,
2Figures by, race exclude data for residents of New Jersey. - : : , ) .
3For 191532, figures include adjustments for States not in the registration ares; for years prior to 1915. figares are estimates hased gn the number of registered births in the 10

original registration States for the iame. period.. Fstimates for 1909-34 were prepared by P. K. Whelpton. See National Office of Vital Statistics: Births and birth rates in the entire -~

United Statesy 1909 to 1948, Vital Sratistics-Special Reports, Vol. 33.No. 8. Public Health Service. Washington, D.C. 1950. N T e

~
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: . o ' Tabie 2. Bm”mmﬂtm bylpofmmdcoermudsmwﬂ 1970.«!1973-75
N * ‘ : oo - g Ageof mother
. - : Al — —
T / oges, || - .15-19 years g : : . B e
N Color and yesr 1544 |} 1014 = 2024 | 2529 | 30-34 | 35-39 | 4044 | 4549
. ) : ye_anl years | roet || 1517 ] 1819 | years | yvesrs | yesrs | years | years.] yesrs
. . . ’ years | yeors. ' .o . Co.
Total ‘ Birth rate per' 1,000 women .
1975 S : ‘| e6rg 13 |.s63f 366 857 | 471103 531 | 194 | 46 03
1974 . o e 68.4 12 :g.‘l. " 327 | 833 ' 30} 1133 | 544 202 48] - 03
1973 NURY fo- enenrt s 60.2 1.2 | . 597 389].9.8 .207]1136| S6.t | 20} 5S4 03
—= 1970 s : 879 12 | 683 }§ 388 1167 1678 | 145 733 | 31.7. 811 - 05
. 19572 ‘ . eI . | 1227 10 | 96.1 Il 82| 1735 | 2601 "199.0 1 1187 | 59.8 1 163 11
. SN AY P’"""‘ change .
‘ . -~ i .. . . , . . - s
197375 .- . ¢ -36)f .~ ] -57| -59.| -66] -50] -29| <53 |-118.}-148 .
1970-73 -213 || -83 |-126 03 | -200 | -28.1 | ~21.7 | -235 | -306 | -333 | -40.0
. ' 1967.73 -436 § 300 |-379 §-193 | -47.1 | -536 | -429 | -62.7 | -63.2 | -669 I 7-72.7
. . . o - .2 .
| o * White Birth rate per.1,000 women ) .
1975. 630 [ ~06 | 468 283 |. 744 | 1087 | 1100 | 621 | 181°] 4.1 02
1974 64.7 06 | 4831 29.0 77.7 | 1142 1135 | S35 189 4.4 © 02
1973 6537l 06 | 493 25} 796°] 1154.| 113.7 | 549 20.7 49 + 03
1970 . ; 84.1 05 574 || 202 | 1015 | 1634} 1459 | 719 30.0 75 04
19572 . svmaiuonens 3 1176 0s | 85.1 385 11606 ! 2536 § 1956 |-1158 ) '57.4 15.4 08
N . \ . et o . . -
- .. _ o . Percent chenge
s . - . e P s e . .
197375 . Ll -35. - | -81ff 41) -65] 49| -33| -5.1 |-126 |-163 | -333
. 197073 , ~224 || 200 {-14.1 1.0 | -216 | -294 | -22.1 { -23.6 | -31.0'| -34.7 -25.0
. 195773 -445 || 200 [ -421 1l -234 | -504 | -545| 419 | -526 | -63.9 | -68.2 -62.5
All bther Birth rate per 1,000 women @
1975....... S 893 47 |1086) 8201501 [ 1435 1121 | S8.7 | 276 | .76 05
1974 . peeree 91.0 4.7 | 113.3 86.2 | 1564-| 1474 1123 60.7 289 76 |- 05
1973 L . 943 i .50 |119.1 || 916 { 163.7 | 1532 1133 639 | 310 8.7 , 06 °
1970... . S_— 1130 48 [1334 ]} 952 ] 1954 | 1968 140.1 | 825 | 422°| 126 09 .
19572 . . 1.161.7 56 11714 8 1140 | 2646. | 3045 | 2263 | 1423 |- 78.1 233 20
o " Percent change
1973-75 -53 |} 60 | -88¢~105] -83 -63| -11 -6.6 | -11.0 | ~126 -16.7
1970-73 -16.5 42 1-107 || -38 ] ~162 | -222| -19.1 | -225 | -26.5 | -31.0 -333
1957-73 -41.7 [} -107 | -305 | -19.6 | -38/1 | 49.7 ] 499 | -55.1 | -60.3 | -62.7 -70.0
&
lkaus computed by relating total bmha. regardless of age of mother, to female popultuon aged 15-44 years. -
2Rates admled for underregistration of births. ) -
, - - -
/ .
) . ' *
. ! . .
i » ] .
g
. , L
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Tablo3 Madiasn .gu of women nnrting f-mlm and boonng second, third, and fourth md bidnrordoremldm byeolor' Unitnd
. . Sutu 1960 and 1970-73 )

N , cdlorwli\'o'-birmo@r .
‘ . Total . Modmapin ym :
Average of ail Orders..o...... 25.4 Izs.4|254[254| 254
First child - ' : . 121|221 | 21| 21| 218
. Second child....... ~ 253 | 251 248 | 247 | 240
" Third chidd et SR . 277§ 216 | 76| 225 | 288
Fourth'child and over... -319| 318 | 315 | 314 | 302
4 - . :
" White N DU .
Average of ail orders ' 256 | 256 | 256 | 2558 |*.265
Ficst child.... . 25| 224 | 24| 223 | 220
Second child : : 257 | 254 | 251 | 250 | 249 .
“Third child - 281|278 | 278 | 2717 | 720
Fourth child and over - 322 | 321 | 317 | 317 | 306
. , Al other’ . N _ .
Average of all orders... 241 | 242 | 244 | 243 ] 249
First child 202 | 202 | 203 | 204 | 199
- Second child : 86| 2835) 233 | 32| 25
Third child ‘ : \ = 257 | 256 |.265.] 252 | 241
Fourth child and over AW 30.8 | 306 | 305 | 303 | “29.2
- \ n
- 8 ‘ o ;
‘ .
7 .
: ’
‘ - & '
> - T .
- 38
I y ) :
. i . N | ¥



O

E

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

RIC

Tablo4 umamwumwmmacmumm byraec nportingSmu 1989-73

a
.

.

(Ro{m only to second and higher otdetbinhsoccurringwlth!ntbemnporﬂngmunintervunncelutuvebmhtonddenuof
these areas. There were 36 nportlngsmuin 1969, 381n 1970 and 1971, 39in l972,md408utuand theDimlctoanlmbh )

in 1973} .
: L . Alt * Mesn interval buwo.cn
: second - -
y - oo, v . ~§ end | Fim Third
_Rlccande i - P 1 higher and ad | snd
- order | second | thisd: | fourth
. - : ‘ | births | births | births | births
. All races 0| Mesninterval in&ﬂ_u
4y 1873 . . e Y433y 302 5] 495
1972 ) - 426 | 381| 459 485
© 1971 418 | 370| 449) 427
1970 | 418 | 367| 4s0]| 477
1969 & . 411 | 383] .444| 4638,
White ' 1
. ' ! . : .
19713 ‘| aae | 02| 473 | 507
1972 : .| 430 ] 381]| 467] 488
1871.. \ - 422 371 457 | - 48.7 .
1970 . 423 | 368 | 459 | 489
. 1969 41.X|-35| 453| 479
: . - ‘ -' . . .I.-
- -Black A I . -
Y . . N X ) i
1973 fd : 424 | 398 | 430 | 449
1972 . : -41.0.§.384| 416]| 436
1971 : 39871 ‘368 | 403]| 427
- 1970... " 4 389 | 358 398 | 417
_ 1969 : : 378 | 353 | 389 402
. .
‘ !
. " ,
- ' 2
- A - ;
- —_ ’
r ” - 73 N
—— A . .- - “
b '.
. ®
- " ' . ’
“ N | 3 S , 2
‘>. \ . - :
\ . ‘ |
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sble 5. Birth rates and percent change, by live-birth orderand color: United States, 1970-76

- 7

: Color and. year birth I A N 1 - | Eighth
> .orders || First | Second.| Third .| Fourth | Fifth] .end .| end
Total . ~ Rate per 1,000 women aged 1544 yesrs N
1975... 667 ) 284] 212| 95| 39| 18] -14] 07
1974. ) 64|l 289|- 21s| 96| 42| 19| .15 08
c.19i - 692 || 288} 211| 98| 48] 22| . .18]|-"09
o972, X 734 | 29| 215| 107) 53| 27 22| <12
1971, g18 | 321 231 125| 64| 33 28| 15
1970 e gl 32l 242] 13sl -2 38l - 32l s
) . - Pereomchaage :
197375 . -36 “ ~14] _aa | -152 [-182] -222 -222.
197073 covvnye > 213 || -158’ -123 -279 | =361 | -421] .-438]| 500
White _ Rmpet1000womenagod1544yean . A )
1975 e 630 269 05| 89| 36| 15| 11| 05
1974 ...... 647 || 274] 210 90 38 |. 17 12 o8
1973 2 663 || 27.2] 208| <93 | w2| 20| 15| ‘07
1972 e e0.2 || 282]  210| 102] 49| 23] - 18| - 08
1971 - 775 || 306 .226]. 120 60| 30 23| 10
1970 . _ saadl 29| 237 1331 esl 34| 27| 12
_ ‘e A - 'Pamnt chanoe . ‘ N
' 197375..... . . -35, I -] l -143 [ -0 -267| 2286
197073 : .| -224 -173 -135 -301 -382 | -412] - 4aa] 417
. Allother . . -Rateper1,090mmen'agdd1544_im )
" 1975.... g3 373] 251| 128| 627 32|, 28] 18
1974 o0l 382 251| 127 64 | .33]* 32| 21
1973 943 || '392| .247| 131| 69| 39| 38 27
972 1003 || 09| '252| 138 | 78] 4s a6| 34
1971 1005 | 418 269| 156| 91| s6| 60 45
1970 1130 || .424] 269] 159 97| ‘1] 67} 83
Percentchange
197375 -53 18y 23 -10.1"-17.9_ ©-263 | -333
197073 ) ‘—18.5l s l -a2 I -176 | -289 |-‘35;1 433 | -—49.1
.4 .. ‘ ’
»
. LA
. . .
= = ’ - N
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. (. -
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. Table 6. Parcant distribution of live births by live-birth order and color:.United-

PR

, 1960 and 197075

First

1975....

1974

1973....
1972
- 1971

. Race and yesr -
Total .
-, 2

1960

1975

- 1960..

1974...

1873
1972
1871
1970

1975

1974

1973

1972

T e

1970
1960

201

315

. 156

14.2
140
143
14.7

158
200

14.4

14.0
“14.0

138
142
14,1

et

1586

57
R
6.4
71
78
- 8.1
124

7.0 .

L7
74
'8
83

. 86 |:
-«12.1

- 32

38

4.1
7.1

24

3.0
34
39
4.1

36
3.7
42

461,

5.1
55
9.2

67|

20

- 3.0
34

37|

. 85

18

191

30
.32

55

3.1

4.1

47}
55

. 120

%

- P
d [
-
3
EY O
... :
o
. .
»
’
[ R4
S W L
e
o .-
& " .
-
. e
., ,
. e te
A . S
. P
o0
.
- ..
- sy
-
’
- -



Tm7 B;rmmmmm bvmdmth«mdeolorforﬂm,m m&wmum UnmdSum 1970“
1973

1519 years . : y ) ) K : ; : .
20-24 years . . ‘565 2 277 | 79.4 1 ~288]15682) 7001 -19 7 g
25-29 yesrs " 30.1 P 31.2 A ‘323 | ~43 | 245°| 240 21
*. 30-34 yeers. onaes ; - 731 73 _ . 73 74. -14 73 70017 43
. 3539 yeers........ cemmnenet e | 27 21 w00l 17| 21| -180] 20} 22 -m1
b 4044 years geeviomseionsnas . : 03} 04 -260 1 03 04 | -0 04 04l -

Seoo'ndbirths. T g 1 N N

Allages 15-44year31 : . ‘] 211 | 242 -128 || . 3.7 ;13.5 247 | 269 -8.2

15-19ye.n 2 103 | 122 ]1--1564 .76 [* 90| -167 | 288 | 310} --168
20-24 years , - .443 | 580 611 430 | 575 | --252 | 524 | 616 |- <149 .
. 25:29 yeears .| 428 | 463 443 | 485 | -85 ] 320|319 03
© 3034 yoars et reevssranns: 140 | 135 | 142 {137 | 36} 129 120| 75
35-39 yeers........... : . y £30] 34 30| 34| -~us8 34| 361  -66
4044 yesrs...... , 05| " 0.6 , o5 | o} -167] o6 97 . ~143

Third births R R - . A

Al ages, 1544 yearsl. oo 108 | 136 | 93 | 133 | ‘3ot | 13.1 | 159 ars

15-19 years " X : 161 211 - 08 12 ) -260} 66°| 76| -263 rE
20-24 yesrs........ 142 | 216 ' 121 ) 194 | -376 ) 276 | 384 | 242 .
. 2529 years....... : ' 235 | 351 0| 235 | 362 | -35.1 ] 236} 277 | -148
30-34 years........ : ) : 136 172 | - 139.1 179 | ~223 ) 1.7 ] 131 | -107
35-39 years......... " 38| 5.4 551 37| s2| -2881 41| 46| -109..
40-44 years......... reaesumie s 4 06| o9 | 06| ,09|. -383] 07| 09| -222-%¢"
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South Atlantic R _ eeiersrsrels 154 | .16.3(| 180
East South Central 8 : : 16.7.) 17.4 | 190

fusssssssuses 173'| 180 195
181 ] 185 | 200
145 | 150 | 1§98

»
e
11

£
=Y
3l

L

LI N
A e,

iod RS
i
H

Maine.. : een : " O 152 | 158 | 176
New Hampshire O — ) . 1461 157 178
Vermont..... S 2 - 2 148 | 1601 17.4
Massachusetts agesoihireneees esssessiessssmaanseiasessseee: Camessossssesssnss 124 | 1337 151
- Rhods siand. tree T b reeesnsesgessss e 126 | 13.7 | 155

Connecticut ..... S R - — 122 | 129 | 148

R <200 - Aty

N AT : T .
- Middle Atdantic '~ — . : _
N S I o LT
, OO v : , 131 138 ]| 155} 174 -247

New Jersey ... : , S o . 130 | 137 154 168 ]- -226
; Ponnsylvania w........ . ~ A | 128 137 | 1827 163.| -209

. ¥ Epst.North Central— . . s
o rssnsanssosanssset - 150 | 158 127] 187 -198 -

- 158 | 165 | 183 194} -173 -

“ipeceei Az 3 feees , 151 | 159 | 1725] 185 -184

beanip st sisssssonssorsssssss Sossssans o 156 | 163|180 ].194] -196
cerermremgrodesens . » 137 | 143 | 654 176 |  -222

PR RS N

uneo nssecibesatgeens - ’ 438 |-145 ] 162°| 180 | -233
- * — A8% | 142 | 158 | 17.44 - —216
; v | 1451 153 | 1661 173 -162
; Suimssasss 52| 159 | 165 176 | -136
- rvassne’ 1561 160 172 | 176 | -114
S 1481 154 ]| 169 | 1723| -145 .~
-y ; 141 146 | 160 170] -17.0.5% -

v . DOBWETR el : oo | 143 -[2258°| a7 192 255
- Marylsnd , e " ‘ 132|134 | 163 176| -250
... District of Columbia — ' ' ‘145 | 716.0-| 188 | 20.¢ | . -279 -
Virginia.... , R VYRR Zrus A : 150 | 168 | 175 | 186 | -194
‘West Virginia. — . nesasssmesss sessest tareeess | 164 | 163 | 176 | 178 -135
. North Carolina - - sossens 1863 | 170 | 185 | 193 | -155
&% . SOUth Caroling........... e pgreren poesszanisssssonsestilyioss 3 -180} 186 | 202} 201 | -1p8
Do GOONgIs eeniineens R— : st ' e | 1781 185 1 203 | 211 | -186 . -,
LA Floride s : - DS ER | 1407 150 166 ] 169 | -172 .

i - g
. PERDY '; E IO
' T} ,:., -".’: '
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‘ ; Tblc&&nhn;ulmf percerit change: United, States, uchdividon,,,'md Stats, 1970-73—Con. - ‘

i ’ T By

T A -1
\‘ 87 | 1972 | 1971
‘ i “ - Birth rate per 1,000 . -
- : . populstion -
- Kentucky J’ W 16.0].168 | 186.].
. Tennessee - 166 | 162 } 179
Alsbama..... 16.8 19.1
 Mississippi i I L - 195
‘ '-4-'.\.} ( % ¢ .'
7 Arkansas .. e ARSI 2% 1657
Louisiana .. i oo  Samaren o 176 .
Okiahoma " s i Zerginn : 153
.- Texas. "" Lneireeeds i 178
o ‘ ‘ ‘Mountain - .
-Montana...~ . - M58 1.
Idsho .Y":.". : 18’9 '
Wyoming W2 172
Colorado X 158
) New Mexico : | 188
. Arizona oy M 184
Um' “ i ) - -~ 242 L
" Nevada........i.... ! . . 15.7
o 1 . N L
b , Pacific
Washington T\L it ; ) il 139
Oregon P LRV bt . | 139
California......;;\ NN : 2, 148
Alaska il o .200
Hawaii....... -L‘{'_\-* . ' ‘185 | 189
iz S R o :
b“' §) ~.4‘_ e ‘. -t . ' 4 3
! L ‘ o R . v S
-{ _‘;,:\_ = va .-‘-.'-' . .

Table 9. indexes g birth and fertility rates, by geographic division: United States; 1970 -

f RN I Un
* Measureof fertility - |-

S

s

and

Middle
At!antic_.

East
North
Central

West
“‘North
" Central

South - &

Atlantic." L%

| ‘I" et
. South:-’

Centrat

- 100"
" 100

92
94

92"
a3

102.
102

95

99 -

102
100

108
- 108

. N(_)Tﬁ: Each index is computed by dividing the rate for a diﬁ:iqn by the coimcpondihg rate for ihe._United States.. M "',- : .
‘ - S .
- - . \b' -
+ PN 3
) . “. - ° . .
' ° : =
U | b . .
Y N : *
A TN V : '
2 IRt , . _'
ceeva . - % )
I - 4 O ) T
. Ae - - .".'
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‘ Table 10 Bnrth nte& for megropohtanand nonmtropblmm , by color Umted States: and each dwiﬂ'on 1970 - A

;—=V- e A e

Y g 3 <
- Burth rate-per
" . ‘ 1 000 population
_ United States " 184 174 251 .
. Metropolitan areas 185(|¥ 174 | 252
Nonmetropilitan areas. 181 173 . 250
Lo N 5 " M
" New England . 169 165 267
Metropolitan areas it = L1686 |  #6.1 265"
Nonmetropolitan areas. = 2 179 17.8 28.2
. Middle Atlantic y) S 69| 159 ‘22
Metropolitan areas " e 16.9 156 25.2
Nonmetropolitan areas Ly 17.24f 169 25.0

East North ‘Centrat 187yl 17.8'] "26.7
Metropolitan areas 190} 179 268 -
Nonmetropolitan areas.... " : 17.9 178| 244

. West North Central... o ‘ ‘ 174§ 169 | 264
Metropolitan aress. R 189 18.2.} 262
Nonme-‘ropolitar_\ areas z 16.0 15.8 27.¢

South Atlantic . ) . o 187 1727 262

~ Metropolitan areas.. , : 187 172§ 243

. Nonmetropohtan aress..... A 1881 173 ] 244

" East South Gentrat -8 i ISk pch 194 178| 285

© . MetPotitan aréas WSROI o o e 1941 1791 247
‘Nonmetropohtan areas i e | 194 178 26.1

. F ¥ . -'> 4

rge West South Central *+20. 19.0 249

1+ ... 'Metropolitan areas - ! 202 | 282

“.-" Nonmetropolitan areas - 2 . 169 | 235

", 4% Mountain 3 24 201{ 307

v -Metropolitan areas . 208 205 273
e Nonmetropohtan areas. eeeseesasenye cpesensi i t 20.6 196 339

e . - B T s,

Pacific Beecmenemeeannens ORI 5 - 182 175 235
Metropolitan areas ... oo et e Ths2|l 175 233
Nonmetrepolitan areas e el o~ 182] 176| 255

. ' o hd
I . . PR
° . .
. ‘:‘: e
X - . _'l' ‘
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- ® : .
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: Pmng’-:
1971 | change
197173 .
Birth rats per 1,000 '
- . population 1.
United States Q 14.9.| 15.6 I 172 -134
35 SMSA's ; ' 142.| 148} 65| -139
. NortheastRegion P a0 43| 1sa -158
: y T IO pemmn ram - =
7 SMSAs -{+126.] 133} 150 -160
Boston, Mass.1 T s 128 146 -192
Butfaio, N.Y. . 1123 135 150 -180
Nassau-Suffolk. N.Y : "I 114 ] 120 134 -149
New York, N.Y.-NJ. ... e 13.1 1 137 1 154 -149
Newark, N.J. . ‘ 126 | 134 | 151 -166°
. Philadelphia, Pa.-N.J. {134 ] 1397 52| -148
Pittsburgh, Pa. ... 113] 123 ]| 140 -193
. North Central Region ... : ' A 149 | .158 | 172] -134.
" 10 SMSA's..... - 150 [ 158 177 -153
Chicago, iH. .... 3 154 1 1622 | 180 -144
Cincinnati, Ohio-Ky.-Ind. .. : "15.1 | 158 | 179] . -158
. Cleveland, Ohio..%. 136 | 14.4.1.165 -176
Columbus, Ohio 159 | 163; “18.0 -163
. Detroit, Mich. 154 | 160 179| -140
Indianapolis, Ind. 1598 | 170 | 187 -15.0
Kansas City, Mo.-Kans. ...... oY 152 | 159 | 177 -14.
Milwaukee, Wis. VA = 138| 143 ] 162 -148 .
Minneapolis-St. Paul, Minn. w.s., /... : 142 | 150 | 170| -165.
St. Louis, Mo.-1i.... \: a4 / : 149 | 160 | 172| -134
South Region...... T . 87| -128
B SMSA's . Y s 18.1f -149
Atanta, Ga. ... A il 2 _ , 199 ‘+13.1
Baltimore, Md. i . ; 156 | -173
Datlas-Fort Worth, Tex. 19.6 -12.2
Houston, Tex. . g 20,7 -11.1
Miami, Fla. - - ot 151 ] - -148
New Orieans, La. y . : 19.6 -9.2
. .Tampa-St. Petersburg, Fla. 125 | 138 ] 46| “-144
' Washington, D.C.-Md.-Va. y . 14| 154 178| -208
West Region 154 | 159 [.172{ -105
10 SMSA's . 143 | 148 162| “-117
Anaheim-Santa Ana-Garden. Grove, Callf - A PN 14.7.] 154 | 165 -109
Denver-Boulder, Colo. : R S endG, 149 | 169 | 17.2 -134
Los Angeles-Long Beach, Calif. faaen " g 150 | 15.1{ 164 . -85
Phoenix, Ariz. 173} 180} 194 | .-108
. Portland, Oreg.-Wash. : \ 134 | 144 ] 155 -135
Riverside-San Bernardino-Ontatio, Calif. : 2 151 | 156 | 171 ~-N1.7
San Diego, Catif. 148 | 152 162 -86
San Francisco-Oakland, Calif. 121 | 130 | 146]| -171
San Jose, Calif. , ' - 140 | 1438 1] -130
- Seattle-Everstt, Wash. PSS o * 124 | 126 | 149 -16.8
1Masiachusetts State Economic Ares §-, -
! ’ 4 » .. .
36 : . Cog . .
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o - Asof - .
- - January 1 other .
1926 1976, 3,631
1925 1975 3,522
1924 ... 1974 3,394
1923.. 1973 3,270
1922 1972 . 3,204
1921 1971 3,189
1920 1970 3,117
1919 © 1969 3,026
1918 1968 2,896
1917 1967 2,822
1916 11966 2,761
- 1915 1965 - 2,713
1914 1964 2,672
1913 1963 2,629
1912 1962 2,600
1911 1961 2,593
1910 1960 2,555
1908 1959 2,526
1908.. 1958 2,491
1907 1957 2,517
" 1906 : 1956 2,557
1905 1959 - 2,596
1904 .5 1954 2,642
1903...... 1953 2,679 .
1902}, 1952 2,759
1901... 1951 2,857
1900 1950 2,944
1899 . " 1949 2,953
1898 1948 2,840
1897 1947 2,969
1896 1946 3,033
1895 1945 3,106
1894, 1944 3,176
1898 1943 3,248
1892 1942 3,248
1891 1941 3,286
1890 1940 3,328
"1889 1939 3386
1888 1938 3,455 -
1887 1937 3512
1886. 1936 3576
1885. 1935 3,663
1884 1934 - 3,777
1883 1933 | 3,891
1882 1932 3,969
.-1881...., 1931 4,025
. .1880 1930 4,083
A i:7,] 1929 4,161
“1878. 1928 4,253
1877... 1927 . 4,381
- 1876 1926 4,437
1875 1925 4,541
42 %7
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Tible 12. Complétad fertility rates for the cohckts of 1875 to 1926, by color’

¢ per 4,0@0 women. See Technical Appendix]




Table 13. Total famhty rates, by color: Umtod States 1917-75

[Ra!e per 1,000 women. See Technical Appendnx]

v —“—,'—7— - » = 7 . —
Year | Totat || white |- AN : " Year - Total || White | AY -

other o . - . . | other
I oo | o™
1975 : - _ 1,770|| 1,685 | 2254 | 1945..... . {2482 2375 2733 .
- » 1974 ' S f1'824 A.740 | 2309 | 1944 . ~12495 || 2452 | 2,787
. 1973........ . b 1,863|] 1,768 {2406 | 1943 ............ : . 2,640 || 2,611 2,837
. 19720 .J 1994l 1894 | 2583 | 1942... ... . 2555 2526 | 2,744
1971 - ; : 22451 2,144 | 2,860 | 1941 -1 2,332 ||' 2,281 2,690
1970 : -12432(| 2338 | 2998 | 1940......... e 2,229 | 2177 | 2618
1969 . | 2.423)| 2337 | 2961 | 1939 y 217214 2120 2,564
1968 | 2431} 2341 | 2,996 | 1938 e | 2222 |1 2,175 | 2,584
1967 .. ; 2526| 2.425 | 3,178 | 1937 . 2173 1§ 2121 | . 2563
1966 2,670 2,563 | 3,391 | 1936 e 2,146 |} 2,101 2,483
1965....... e 2,882]|| 2,764 | 3.657.] 1935. 2,189 || 2,141 2,548
. 1964 : <] 3,171} 3.061 | 3900 ] 1934 2,232 || 2,181 2,605
1963 I 3,208 3,194 | 4,000 | 1833...... 2172 |[ 2126 | 252
1962 : 34231 3,320 | 4,108 | 1932 ' 2319 2271 | 2,68
1961 3564l 3,464 | 4,234 | 1931 : 2402 |l 2,369 | 2.4
" 1960 eenen 3,606 3510 | 4,238 | 1930 2533}l 2506 | 2,734
1959 : 13,638 3,537 | 4,321 | 1929 .2532 1 2506 | 2716
1958... 3629 3532 | 4285 | 1928 .. | 2660 || 2632 | 2,829 -
1957 . ; 36821 3582 | 4,347 | 1927 2824|2783 | 3,101
1956 PR 3605| 3,504 | 4286 } 1926 | 2901 | 2839 | 3,324
-~ 1955 reeerarenrmana senar 3498| 3405 | 4,126 | 1925.. , : 30124l 2949 | 3,417
1954 3.461| 3,372 | 4.053 | 1924 : . . {3121 3089 | 3454
1953....... : 3,349 3,269 | 3.880} 1923 '- : 3,101 || 3.063 |- 3,332
1952 13287|] 3.213 | 3,760 1 1922 : e | 3,109 | 3,072 3354
1951 ' 3,199} 3,120 | 3.718 | 19@ eeeeienares 3326 |1 3282 | 35615
1950 ' 3,028| 2945 | 3579 | 1920 , 3,263 || 3219 | . 3,556
1949 ... : . 3,036(f 2964 | 3,509 | 1919 .. '3,068.{| 3,025 | 3,344
1948 - s 3,026 2968 | 3,402 | 19 ' ' g | 3,312.]] 3,288 3,475
1947 i e | 3,181 3,167 | 3.247]. 19 - 3,333 || 3412 ] 3.451
1946 : 28581 2,883 | 2937 | . . . \

* NOTE: The total fertility rate is the sum of age-specific birth rates’for single years of age for women 14-49 years of age. The birth
rates for single years of .age ysed to compute total fertility rates are based on births adjusted for underregistration for all years (including
1960-75) and on populat:on estimates adjusted”for underenumeration. Hence, they are not precnsely compamble to birth rates and
fertility rates shown in table 1.
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Sourcesoflﬁata

Birth statistics in thxs report are ‘based on

o’

* TECHNICAL APPEN DX

information obtained from the certificates of

live births filed. throughout the United States:

‘Additional data are published annually by the

National Center for Health Statistics' in Vital

- Statistics of ‘the United States, Volume 1. A

_ complete discussion- of the sources, classifica-

tion, and processing .of natality data may be
Tound- in the Technical Appendix of these .

volumes. For additional . information on the
fertility of cohorts of women, refer to the
National Genter for Health Statistics, publica- ..

. tion Fertility Tables f@ﬂh Cohorts by (,’plon‘f

United States, ,191_ 7:_-7

Samplmg Rahs

Data for ycars pnor to 1951 and for 1955
are based ‘onlthe total file of birth records. Data
s for 1951-54, 1956-66, and 1968-71 are derived

from 50-percent samplcs of birth records; data

for 1967 are based partly on 20-percent and
_partly on 50-percent samplés. A discussion of
sampling procedures and sampling errors for

,.1967 may be found in the Technical Appendix

of Vital Statistics of the United States, 1967,
Volume 1. Birth statistics for the years 1972 to
1975 are based on information from two sources.
For 6 States in 1972, 9 States in 1973, 16 States
in 1974, and 23 States in 1975, statistics. are
based ‘on information from the total file of
records provided to ‘the. National Center for

Health Statistics through the Cooperative Health

Statistics System. In 1972, birth certificates

from Florida, Maine, Missouri, New Hampshlre .
Rhode Island, and Vermont were included on a
100-percent basis. In succeeding years, addi-

tional States were ‘added to- this listing as

follows: 1973—Colq:ado,._Michigan, New York: -

' -
\ _ .
<

t

'(cxcluswc of New York Clty), 1974——111'1noxs

Iowa, :Kansas,  Montana, .Nebraska, Oregon,
South Carolina;. 1975—Maryland, Virginia,
North Carolina, Tennessee, Louisiana, Okla-'
homa, and Wisconsin. Statistics for the remain-
ing States are based: on’ information obtamed
from a 50 percent samp;e ‘of blrth records.

'Resadence Clasufiwtuon

All tabl&s thcluded i in this report are by plﬁc

. of residence. Births to U.S. residents occurring

outsule this: country are not included. Beginning

Jnt L97b bmhs to .nonresidents of the United

“States - occumng in the United States are ex-
-~ cluded from tabulations by place of residence.
" Prior to. tbat'year births occurring in the United

States to. nontesxdent mothers were considered < °
" . as'births:fo residents of the place of occurrence.

- All tables- showmg time series include data for .

Alaska beginning in 1959 and for Hawan bcgm- S
/ning in 1960. . . , o

Population Bases _
Birth rates shown in this report are.based on

Populations for-the United States exclude the

* Armed Forces overseas and persons living abroad -

16

but include the Armed Forces stationed in each
area. Rates for 1940, 1950, 1960, and 1970 are
based on populations enumerated as of April 1;
rates for all other years are based on populauons
esumated as of July 1. :

. Adjustment: for Underreglstratlon of Blrths

Adjustment for underregistered births was

-discontinued for all period measures in 1960,
.whcn it was estimated that 99.1 percent of a.ll
births' were registered. However, cohort rates

shown in this report make allowances for both

1

.

a
[%

‘populations residing in the respective areas. . .



. Classification by Race
. The category “white” comprises births re-

-

=

the underregistration -of births and the under- -

enumeration of the base population.”

ported as white, Mexican, Puerto Rican, and

Cuban. The ‘category “all other” comprises -

births “reported as. black, American Indian,
- Chinese, Japanese, Hawauan and Part-Hawauan,
. and births ofotherraces T -

'Medlan Age of Mother

"Median age is the value which divides an age

d15mbut10n into two equal parts. Median ages

v

.

.

~.r
T4 .
.-

'-were computed usmg birth rates for 5~year age

groups rather than from birth frequencxes This

methogd eliminates the effects of changes in the

age composition of the childbearing popu]atlon
over time. - -

: 'vTotal Femhty Rate ' : < -

The total fertlhty rate iIs the sum of the birth .

- rates for each single year of age for mothers aged

1449 years. It is an age-adjusted rate because it

- is based on the assumptlon that there are the

same numbéer of women in each .age group

‘.
£
.

L
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o S { ’ -_ \FormerlyPubtheaIthSavzceMlzcatmNa 1000

\Serxes 1, Program: and Collection- Procedures.—Reports -which describe the general programs of the Nauonal
Center for Health Statistics and its offices and dxvmons, data collectxon methods uscd deﬁmnons, and
other matenal necessary for understzndmg the dzta. ! .

Series 2. . Data Evaluation and Methods Research. —Sn.dxu of new stansncal methodology mcludmg expenmental ]
B tests of new survey methods, studies of vital statistics collection methods, new analytical techmquu, :
obJectwe evaluations of reliability of ooll’ccted data, contributions to statnncal theory :

Series 3. Analytical Studxes —Reports presenting analytical or xnterpretrve studies based on vital am'i health
. statistics, a.rrymg the ana.lysxs further than the exposxtory {:\ypes of reports xn the other scnu’.\ )
o Senes4 ‘Document: and Commxttee Reports —Final reports of major comrmttees concerned w1th v:ml and

" health’statistics, and documcnts such as recommended model v:tal regjstratxon laws.and rcvlsed birth
' land d&th cemﬁata

e

y Serre: 1 0. Data from“ﬂze Health’ Interview, Survey —Statistics on xllr-m, acadenta.l injuries; dxsablhty. use of R
w o hosplta.l medical, dental, and other setvices; and other health-related topics, based on data collected in
- zc rmnumg nauonal houschold mtervxew survey .

Serxes 1 1 Dc'ta- _ﬁbm‘ the 'Health Examination Survey —Data from dxrect examination, testmg, and measurement
of national’ samples.of the civilian, noninstitutionalized population’ provide the basis for two types of
reports' (I) estimates of the medicilly defined prevalence of specific disezses in the United States and
the distributions of the population with respect to physical, physxologxcal and psycholog:cal charac-

- teristics; and (2) analysis of relatxonsfups among ‘the various mmurements mthout refercnce to an
h : - explicit finite universe of pcmons ) _ .o .

) Jx‘ _s&ms zz Data from the. Institutionalized Population Sum, ;Discontinued effective 1975. Future rePortg from

i

‘ thesemrveyswillbcmSenuB o

) _' Senes 13. Data on Health Resources Uttlization. —Statxsna on the utilization of health manpower and fzcﬂmu
L . providing long-tenn care, a.mbulatory care, hosplta.l ca.re, and family planmng 3ervrcu >3

. 5 - e

- “"JSmes 14. Data on Health Resources: Manpower and Facilities. —Statistics 'on."the numbets, geograpli . -

oo ution, and characteristics of health resources including phyg_’tnns, d:nl:xsts nurses, other fxe'zkﬂ& et

’ pations, hospitals, nursmg homes, and outpatient facihtxes" : ’

et AN

ies 20. Data on Mortality, —Vanous statistics on mortality othex\than as mcludcd .m,regular annual ot'monthly'-3
'-' _ reports. Special analyses by cause of death, age, and other demographic. va.nables, geogr@luc aged tune*.
seriés analyses; and statistics on charactcnstxcs of deaths not available from the vital reco@s ‘Based.
sample surveys of those records : .

'Sene:_ZI Data on Natality, Marriage, and Divorce.—Various statistics on natality, mamage. and dﬂn% other.

.-, . than as included in regular annual or monthly reports. Special Fralyses by demographic Van:‘bfgsg
%’ -Beographic and time series analyses; studies of fertility; and' statistics on charactemnu‘:)of bir
ava.llable from the vital records based on sample surveys of those records.

~8m 22. Da,ta fram the National Mortality and Natality Surveys —Discontinued effective 1975. Future reports
',frorn these sample surveys baJed on vital records will be included in Series 20.and 21, tespectxver

"y .Sme: 23 _Data from the_National Survey of Fam:ly Growth ~—Statistics on fcttilxty, famxly formation and disso-
v arh e 7L, lution, family planning, and related maternal and infant health topics derived from a biennial survey of
Ly a na‘nonmde grobabx.hty sample of ever-married women 1544 years of age. -
Loes 'Por-a h.vt oi dtles of reports published in these scnu, write to:  Scientific and Techmcal Information Branch
oy S ) . National Center for Health Stagistics -
. , . . Public Health Service, HRA
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