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When the Centers for Disease 

Control and Prevention released 

its annual count of state-by-state 

teen pregnancy rates last fall, 

Georgia's standing was sobering. 

Those statistics and the locally based 

Turner Foundation's efforts to bring this 

issue to the forefront prompted the 

Atlanta Journal-Constitution to under­

take a yearlong project focusing on the 

problem. 

Written by staff writers Miriam 

Longjno, M.A.J. McKenna and Bill 

Hendrick, and edited by Deputy Fea­

tures Editor Ann Morris, the resulting 

five-day series sheds new light on the 

reasons behind the pregnancy crisis, the 

myths that mask its growth and the 

local programs aimed at tliis intraaable 

problem. 

This special reprint includes the week-

long series, editorials that supported it 

and coverage of the Turner Foundation's 

three-day conference of national 

experts, state political leaders and 

500 grass-roots workers. It also 

includes an interview with Jane 

Fonda, who is leading the founda­

tion's efforts, and coverage of President 

Clinton's new national initiative to 

reduce teen births by one-third within 

10 years. 

busan boper 
Assistant A4anaging Editor/Features 
January 1996 
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For Immediate Release Contact: Robin Hatziyannis 
August 19, 1993 (202) 347-5700 

TAXPAYERS SPENT ALMOST $30 BILLION SUPPORTING 
TEEN PARENTS AND THEIR CHILDREN 

The cost to taxpayers for assisting families begun by a teenager soared to $29.28 billion in 1991, 
reported the Center for Population Options (CPO) in its annual look at federal expenditures on 
teen childbearing. This estimate represents a 16 percent increase for the second year in a row, 
or S4.23 billion, over 1990 outlays for Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), 
Medicaid and Food Stamps. 

"Every minute, another teenager has a baby. Obviously, the abstinence-only strategies of the past 
decade are failing us." said Margaret Pruitt Clark, CPO's president. "The cost of teen 
childbearing is staggering, but the price to America's youth in terms of lost opportunity far 
outweighs any financial concerns. We cannot allow the future health and well-being of our young 
people to be compromised ~ we must stress prevention. Teens need comprehensive sexuality 
education that discusses all binh control options, including abstinence, combined with access to 
confidential family plaiming services." said Clark. 

CPO estimates that if every birth to a teen mother had been delayed until the mother was in her 
20s, the federal government would have saved SI 1.71 billion in 1991 alone. "Studies tell us that 
for every dollar spent making contraceptives available to all women, S4.40 could be saved that 
otherwise would be spent on medical care, welfare and nutrition programs in just the first two 
years after a teen birth. Prevention education is the key to reaching youth," said Clark. 

CPO releases its seventh annual cost of teen childbearing as the Senate prepares to debate 
confirming Dr. Joycelyn Elders as the nation's next Surgeon General. Elders has long been a 
proponent of comprehensive sexuality education staning in kinderganen combined with school-
based health care. 

"As our research indicates and Dr. Elders recognizes, the costs of teen childbearing are enormous 
in dollars and lives. Dr. Elders is courageous enough to tackle the issue of teen childbearing 
head on. Her aggressive attitudes toward universal access and prevention are the first steps in 
creating a national consensus that will finally make preventing too-early childbearing a top health 
priority. CPO stands with her, committed to aeating accessible and effective prevention 
education and family planning programs," said Clark. 

"If the Senate takes the health and fumres of adolescents to heart and the need to save taxpayer 
dollars seriously. Elders must be confirmed," concluded Clark. 

# # # 

The Center for Population Options (CPO) works to increase the opportunities for and abilities of 
youth to make healthy decisions about sexuality. Since 1980, CPO has provided information, 
education and advocacy to youth-serving agencies and professionals, policymakers and the media. 
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TEENAGE PREGNANCY AND TOO-EARLY CHILDBEARING: 
PUBUC COSTS, PERSONAL CONSEQUENCES 

Summary Report 

In 1989 every minute another teenager became a mother. Neatly one-fourth of these young women was 
giving birth for the second, third or more time. Every 46 minutes an adolescent 14 vears old or vounaer 
had a child. 

Altogether, 517,989 babies were bom to teenagers in 1989, up from 488,941 the year before. This 
represents an 8 percent increase in the teen birth rate, defined as the number of births per 1,000 individuals, 
making it the highest since 1974: 58.1 for teens 15-19 and 1.4 for teens under 15. Birth rates among teens 
15-17 have risen 19 percent since 1986. Even before these increases, adolescent pregnancy rates in 
America were the highest anxjng developed countries, despite similar proportions of teens who are sexually 
experienced. 

There is broad consensus that preventing teenage pregnancy and childbearing is an important national goal. 
Hg l̂thy PgQpIg 2QQ0. the Bush Administration's health agenda for the nation, calls for the reduction of 
pregnancies among adolescents under 18 by neariy one-third by the tum of the century. Nevertheless, it 
has been enormously difficult to galvanize the political will to move forward with real solutions. 

America's teens are paying the price. For teen parents and their children, too-eariy childbearing can result 
in lost economic and educational opportunity, in short- and long- term health consequences, and in 
emotional and social stress. However, disadvantaged young people often remain invisible to policy-mal<ers 
who must negotiate competing claims for diminishing public resources. 

The Center for Population Options (CPO) has conducted a study for each of the last six years to translate 
the human realities of too-eariy childbearing into a fomi that commands the attention of the nation's leaders. 
This study estimates the economic impact of teen parenting: what it costs America's taxpayers to support 
families begun when the mother was a teenager. 

In addition to federal costs, state and local governments also bear the burden of supporting families begun 
by too-eariy childbearing. CPO has estimated costs to seven states - Rorida, Kansas, New Mexico, Ohio, 
Oregon, Vermont and Wyoming - and two cities - Baltimore and San Francisco. States have initiated a 
variety of measures to help teens avoid pregnancy and too-eariy chUdbearing, and some of these are 
described briefly in the report. However, much more can be done. 

CPO believes that "quick Axes" focused on short-term cost reductions are likely only to defer payment by 
society for a brief while, and exact payment, with interest, at a later time. Rather, investment in America's 
young people and in programs to help them avokJ pregnancy and parenthood before they are ready will 
reap enormous benefits for them, their families and for all Americans. 

ESTIMATED FEDERAL COSTS OF TEENAGE CHILDBEARING FOR FISCAL YEAR 1990 

The costs of teenage chiWbearing are conceptualized in three ways: Single Year Costs, the amount the U.S. 
spends in a single year on behalf of all families in which the first birth occurred while the mother was a 
teenager; Single Birth Costs, the average amount taxpayers will spend as a result of a single teen birth over 
the next 20 years; and Single Cohort Cost, the amount taxpayers wMI spend over the next 20 years on all 
teen births in a given year. 
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Estimates o* Single Year Costs are based on a percentage of Aid to Families with Dependent Children 
(AFDC), Medk:aid and Food Stamp payments that are made in a given year to families that began with a 
teen birth. The figure, which includes direct payments as well as administrative costs, is actually a 
conservative estimate. It does not include other puUk: costs commonly associated with family support such 
as job training, housing subsidies, the Women. Infants and Children (WIC) supplemental food program, 
subsidized school meals, special educatton. foster care or day care. 

IN 1990, THE U.S. SINGLE YEAR COST WAS OVER $25 BILUON, up an alaoning 16 percent, or $3.5 
billion, from 1989 (Table I). CPO estimates that if every birth to a teen mother had been delayed until the 
mother was in her 20s. the U.S. would have saved 40 percent of the calculated expenditures or $10 02 
billion. 

EACH FAMILY BEGUN BY A TEENAGE MOTHER IN 1990 WILL COST THE TAXPAYER AN AVERAGE 
OF $18,133 BY THE TIME THAT CHILD REACHES AGE 20 (Single Birth Costs. Table II). if the birth were 
delayed until the mother was in her 20s, the average potential saving woukj be $7,253. Since only one-third 
of families begun with a teen birth actually receive puUte assLstance, the average amount to each family 
receiving public assistance after a teen birth would be around three times the Single Birth Costs, or $54,399 
over 20 years. 

Finally. THE ESTIMATED COST OF ALL FAMIUES BEGUN WITH A TEEN BIRTH OVER THE 
FOLLOWING 20 YEARS IS 7.15 BILUON (Single Cohort Cost, Table III.) This figure is calculated by 
multiplying the Single Birth Costs by the numtjer of first births to teens. 394,119 in 1989, the latest year for 
which data is available. By delaying those births, CPO estimates the federal government could save as 
much as $2.86 billion. 

1985 -1990 Single Year Costs 
TABLE 1 

1 

Six Year Trend in Single Year Costs Attributable to Teenage Childb earing 

(in billions) 

SINGLE YEAR 
COST: 1985 1986 1987 1988 1989 1990 

Aid to Families 
w i t h Depen­
dent Children 
(AFDC) S8.32 $949 $9.87 S 10.07 S10.43 $11.23 

Food Stamps $3.42 $2.82 $2.97 $3.23 $3.44' $3.98 

Medicaid $4.91 $5.62 $6.43 $6.53 $7.68 $9.84 

$16.65 $17.93 $1927 $1983 $21.55 $25.05 

The Center for Population Options, 1992 



1985 -1990 Single Birth Cost 
TABLE II 

Six Year Trend in Projected 20-Year Public Costs to Support Each Family 
Begun by a Teen Birth 

(average cost) 

Age 19?5 1986 1987 1988 1989 1990 

<15 $17,724 $18,913 $19,691 $20,723 $21,491 $23,094 

15-17 $17,689 $18,897 $19,638 $20,679 $21,446 $23,050 

18-19 $11,214 $11,984 $12,416 $13,101 $13,579 $14,581 

All 
Teens $13,902 $14,852 $15,450 $16,410 $16,975 $18,133 

1985 -1990 Single Cohort Costs 
TABLE III 

Six Year Trend in Projected 20-Year Costs to Support All Families Begu n by a Teen 

(in billions) 

Age 1985 1986 1987 1988 1989 1990 

<15 $0.17 $0.18 $0.19 $0.21 $0.22 $0.25 

15-17 $2.55 $2.73 $2.85 $3.08 $3.24 $356 

18-19 $2.44 $2.60 $2.66 $2.69 $2.89 $3.34 

All Teens $5.l6 $5.51 $5.70 $5.98 $6.35 $7.15 

The Center for Population Optlona. 1992 



TEEN PREGNANCY PREVENTION: IMPERATIVES FOR THE 1990« 

Since 1986, the U.S. has been losing ground in the effort to prevent teenage pregnancy and childbearing. 
Policy Initiatives have been caught up in societal ambivalence about adolescent sexual behavior, in anxieties 
about parental roles and In philosophical, theological and political conflicts over abortion. 

EVERY YEAR OVER ONE MILUON TEENAGED WOMEN - ONE IN TEN - BECOME PREGNANT. Eighty-
two percent of these pregnancies are unintended, and three out of five occur to teenagers not using any 
form of contraception. By the age of 20, an estimated 43 percent of all adolescent girls wHI have become 
pregnant at least once. Clearly, the strategies of the last decade that have resulted In reduced access to 
sen/lces and alternatively rely on 'just-say-no' messages have failed. 

MORE TEENS ARE SEXUALLY ACTIVE. By the time they reach the age of 20. three-fourths of American 
females and 86 percent of American males are sexually active. Neariy one-third (31.9 percent) of ninth-grade 
giris and neariy half (48.7 percent) of ninth-grade boys report having had sexual intercourse. In 1988 over 
half of all females 15 19 reported having had sexual intercoL.'^, up from 28.S percent in 1970. Despite this 
increase, between 1i970 and 1986 teen pregnancy and birth rates continued to fall due to improved access 
to and use of contraceptives and the legalization of abortion. The trend has now reversed. 

BOTH FAMILY PLANNING AND ABORTION SERVICES ARE BECOMING MORE DIFFICULT FOR TEENS 
TO OBTAIN at a time when they need them more. Already 37 states have enacted laws limiting minors' 
access to confidential abortion, although not all are cun-enHy enforced. If Roe v. Wade is overtumed by the 
Supreme Court, explicitly or in effect, teens In sonw states will lose access to abortion services altogether 
and more teens will become mothers. Should abortion be Hlegai and should all teens now choosing 
abortion be forced to give birth, then U.S. taxpayers could expect to pay billions more in Medicaid. AFDC 
and Food Stamp costs. With abortion less available to teens, prevention becomes even more urgent 

PREVENTING TEEN PREGNANCY IS EXTREMELY COST-EFFECTIVE. A study by the Alan Guttmacher 
Institute found that for every dollar of federal funds spent to provide contraceptives to women of all ages. 
$4.40 is saved that would otherwise be needed for medical care, welfare and nutrition programs just In the 
two years following a birth. Yet after adjustments for Inflation, the federal FY 1990 spending for 
contraceptives has actually decreased by over one third since 1980. While most states have dramatically 
increased their own sperxling for contraceptive services to compensate for federal cutbacks, total federal 
and state spending has not kept pace with inflation. 

TOO-EARLY CHILDBEARING REPRESENTS A SIGNIFICANT HEALTH RISK FOR THE TEEN MOTHER. 
During pregnancy, teenagers are at a much higher risk than older women of suffering from serious medical 
complteattons, Including anemia, pregnancy-induced hypertension, toxemia, cervical trauma and premature 
delivery. This results In higher medteal costs associated with pregnancy, and has an impact on the present 
and future health of the IndMdual teen. The maternal mortality rate for mothers under age 15 is 60 percent 
greater than for women In their 20s. Teenagers' tendency to delay or forego prenatal care contributes to 
the increased health risk of pregnancy. Only 54 percent of teens who gave birth in 1989 received prenatal 
care in the first trimester (compared to 85 percent for women 30-34), and 14 percent received late or no 
prenatal care. 

TOO-EARLY CHILDBEARING REPRESENTS A SIGNIFICANT HEALTH RISK TO THE CHILD. One of the 
most heart-rending costs of teen pregnancy Is pakj by the Infants themselves. The infant mortality rate in 
this country is strongly related to the number of infants bom at low birth weights. In 1989, over 10 percent 
of babies bom to teens under 18 were of low (2,500 grams or less) or very low (1,500 grams or less) birth 
weight. Even normal birth weight infants of teen mothers have a higher rate of rehospitallzation than Infants 
of older mothers. Lerigthy hospital stays, painful procedures and greater risk of chronic illness and disability 
exact high personal medk̂ al costs and Increase the burdens on an inadequate health care system. 

The Center for Population Options, 1992 



TEEN MOTHERS ARE LESS UKELY TO GRADUATE FROM HIGH SCHOOL Teen mothers are less likely 
than their chlldlesa peers to have the education and skills needed to become economically Independent. 
Eighty percent of teen mothers drop out and only 56 percent ever graduate from high school. A woman 
who begins parenting in her teens makes half the lifetime eamings of a woman who waits until she is 20 to 
have her first chUd. In 1985 and 1986. 81 percent of young mothers living alone had incomes below the 
federal poverty level, and poverty rates even of married teen mothers were twice the national average. 

TEEN MOTHERS ARE UNUKELYTO RECEIVE CHILD SUPPORT. Two-thirds of parenting teens 15-19. and 
almost all teens 14 or younger, are unmanied. Increasing the likelihood that they will need public assistance. 
Any form of chUd support from the father is extremely rare. Furthenriore, In many cases of teen births the 
father Is not Mentifled. Where the age of the father Is known, almost one-third of fathers are teenagers 
themselves. Even If the father Is oWer he Is likely to be unskilled and/or unemployed. 

EVEN MARRIED TEENS FACE HIGHER RATES OF POVERTY. In the short njn. manlage appears to 
reduce the poverty associated with teen chiWbearing, since fewer manled teens receive public assistance. 
This is misleading, however, because prior to FY 1991 two-parent families were ineligible? for benefits in many 
states. Even when teenaged giris many, their husbands are almost three times less likely to have completed 
high school, and have higher unemployment rates than their male peers. One survey showed that 40 
percent of the husbands of young mothers were not high school graduates, and are unlikely to be highly 
skilled or have high-paying jobs. Furthemiore, many of these eariy manlages are short-lived. Married teen 
mothers face higher divorce rates than women who wait until they are older to have chiWren. 

TEEN MOTHERS NEED HELP DEVELOPING PARENTING SKILLS. Over 90 percent of teens who choose 
to cany a pregnancy to term also choose to raise the chiW themselves. Teens who parent are suddenly 
faced with the awesome responsibility of shaping the lives and characters of their children, at a time when 
they themselves are In the mkJst of overwhelming and confusing physical and emotional developmental 
tasks. Too often teen parents have little or no social support system. Not only Is their own development 
intermpted by parenthood, but that of their chikJren is all too often negatively affected as well. 

GukJIng the growth and development of the next generation and passing on the collective wisdom of the 
culture is one of the most Important tasks of any society. We owe a productive and healthy future to all our 
chiWren. Educatkxi and servk:es can help teens avokJ becoming parents until they are ready. Many 
programs are being Implemented in states to prevent too-eariy chikJbearing and assist parenting teens -
both young women and young men - to achieve brighter futures for themselves and their children. But 
these and other efforts must overcome lack of funds, politkal agendas and years of counterproductive 
polteies. The urgent need to reduce the heavy burden on taxpayers from too-eariy childbearing must move 
poltey-makers to adopt poik:les that are effective in reducing teen births and reject those that do not work. 

TEENAGE CHILDBEARING: SEVEN STATES AND TWO CITIES 

Teenage pregnancy exacts a toll at the state and local levels as well as at the national level. Estimated costs 
of teen chidbearing for Rorida, Kansas, New Mexico, Ohio, Oregon, Vennont, Wyoming, Baltimore and San 
Francisco were calculated to highlight the extent of these costs. The numbers thmst into sharp relief the 
budgetary toll exacted by too-eariy chUdbearing In those indivkjual states and cities. 

The costs and potential savings reported for these states and cities vary wWely and are not meant to be 
compared with each other. Some of these jurisdictions have a much greater number of AFDC participants 
than others. In addition, teenage birthrates vary among the states and cities. Lastly, AFDC, MedicaW and 
food stamp payments vary from state to state; therefore, a locality provWing payments at a higher percent 
of poverty level than another locality will have higher costs associated with teen chiWbearing, but will also 
provWe more completely for those families in need. 

The Center for Popufatk)n Optkxis, 1992 



The number calculated for each jurisdWtksn Is an estimate of the Single Year Cost - the equivalent of the 
$25.05 bWkxi that the Federal government spends each year to support families begun when the mother was 
a teenager. The total figures for each state and city reported here represent those locales' allocations of 
federal funds - part of the $25.05 baikxi described eariier - as well as other monies originating from state 
and local revenue. Most city governments do not directly fund Medk:aW servtees. A local contributton to 
the non-federal portkxi of MedWaW, when required by the state plan, is more often provWed by counties 
than by cities. The two cities included in this report, however, are examples of city-county consdWations 
tfiat do provWe servk:es. 

Teenage Childbearing: Seven States & Two Cities 
TABLE IV 

Single Year Public Cost for All Families Started 

by a Teen Birth in Selected States and Cities 

Estimate for 1990 

(in millions) 

Outlay Attributable to Teenage Childbearing 

Aid to Families 
with Dependent 
Children (AFDC) Food Stamps Medicaid TOTAL 

Florida $301.08 $198.87 $295.95 $795.90 

Kansas $ 64.00 $ 25.48 $ 24.29 $113.77 

New Mexico $ 37.23 $ 1953 $ 31.22 $ 87.98 

Ohio $427.10 $271.93 $302.45 $1,001.46 

Oregon $ 91.73 $ 29 38 $ 31.83 $152.94 

Vermont $ 26.59 $ 8.36 $ 6.88 $ 41.83 
Wyoming $ 11.50 $ 8.06 $ 7.39 $ 26.95 

Baltimore $123.68 $ 46.14 $ 76.09 $245.91 

San Francisco $ 46.28 $ 10.29 $ 6.79 $ 63.36 

The Center for Populatton Optkxis, 1992 



STATE AND LOCAL PREVENTION INITIATIVES 

A survey of adolescent pregnancy preventton programs in Rorida, Kansas, New Mexteo, Ohio, Oregon, 
Vernxjnt, Wyoming, Baltimore and San Francisco reveals common themes and some innovative 
programmatte twists. Experts understand that early Intervention Is a key to forestalling too-eariy pregnancy; 
many of these states and cities address mWdle-school-aged chiWren. In Rorida, for example. Project Rrst 
Class focuses on boys In an urban area, provWing mentors and a program emphasizing human sexuality 
Infonnatkxi and declston-making skills. Baltimore's Teen Impact Program Series (TIPS) Is a six week, six 
sesskjn educatkxial program implemented in three middle schools, covering a range of topk» related to 
preventing teenage pregnancy. 

Increased access to contraceptive services Is cited In most of the states and cities as a critical component 
of any concerted effort to lower teenage pregnancy rates. In Vennont, Planned Parenthood of Northern New 
England specifically reaches out to teens. Oregon's legislature has provWed funds to expand the capacity 
of local family planning cllnk» and to provWe outreach activities for adolescents. Wyoming's Reproductive 
Health Council coordinated statewWe family planning servk^s so that all counties are now served. 

Too often teenage pregnancy prevention efforts exclude potential fathers, focusing solely on young women. 
Male involvement programs place the focus on young men, helping them to understand the consequences 
of their acttons. In New Mexico, a statewWe Male Involvement Coordinator provWes technical assistance 
to state-funded pregnancy prevention programs, beefing up male Involvement in those projects. Rorida's 
Leadership for Young Men Program Is an eight week program located In a njral high school that empowers 
young men to plan for a future with opportunities and helps them develop the motivation to delay sexual 
activity. 

Prevention of repeat pregnancies among teens Is another essential piece of any prevention strategy. 
Young men and women who have already become fathers and mothers need the infonnatlon, skills and 
sen/tees that will help them delay unwanted subsequent births. Fully half of New Mexteo's prevention 
projects are designed for already-pregnant and parenting teens. In Vennont, a community-based program. 
Teen Pregnancy Initiative, wori<s to prevent second and third births to teenagers. Wyoming's Governor's 
Pregnancy Task Force Is focusing on establishing case management and mentoring projects aimed at 
reducing repeat pregnancies among adolescents. 

Peer counseling - teens teaching teens - Is noted as one of the most effective ways to reach adolescents 
with any preventton messages. Ohto has discovered that some of its most successful efforts to reduce teen 
pregnancy have utilized a peer-to-peer discusston approach to teenage sexuality, pregnancy and parenting. 
San Francisco's innovative Teen Peer Counselors Program involves parenting teens, both male and female, 
as peer counselors and trainers who visit both mWdle and high schools covering the topics of birth control 
methods, sexually transmitted diseases and the consequences of teen parenting. 

All teens need access to health care services. School-based or school-linked clinics in many states and 
cities provWes high school students with on-site health care services. Including contraceptive counseling 
and refenal. A unk̂ ue mall-based teen comprehensive teen health clinic in Baltimore attracts all youth both 
those enrolled in school and those not. 

Parents are the primary sexuality educators of their children and so programs that improve parent-child 
communication are very useful. Two pilot projects In Kansas focus on young people between the ages of 
10 and 17 and their parents; the emphasis Is on Improving parent-child communication skills, building self-
esteem and promoting abstinence. Baltimore hosts free Parents and ChHdren Talking events, funded by the 
state, that help parents polish their sex educatton and communteatton skills. 

The Center for Poputetkyi Opttons, 1992 



Lastly, media campaigns to Increase public awareness of the severity of the problem of teenage 
pregnancy are popular. Ohto ran a statewWe campaign targeted at chiWren between the ages of 10 and 
14 with the message "Your declstons atxjut sex change your life - forever.' Public servtoe announcements 
on radio and televiston, billboards and other printed material promoted a toll-free hotline number and a 
brochure. The publto awareness campaign In Kansas featured posters, billboards, rap songs on the radio, 
ads in high school newspapers, publto servtoe announcements In movto tfieaters and a teen parent speakers 
panel. Baltimore's abstinence-based media program. Campaign for Our ChiWren, blitzed the city with 
messages targeted to mWdle-school chiWren and parents. 

Most of ttie states and cities included In this report have a governor's or mayor's task force on adolescent 
pregnancy, indtoating consensus in the top levels of government that teenage parenthood is reaching crisis 
proporttons In many communities. The range of recommended strategies emerging from these bodies 
provWe a blueprint for reducing the IncWence of teenage chiWbearing In the U.S. 

For a copy ?.if the f"ll roport. Including a complefe ll- l̂ng (rf sources of da!a and ci-'ations, send $8 to the 
Center for Popufatlon Optkxis, 1025 Vermont Ave., NW, Suite 210, Washington, D.C. 20005. 

The Center for Populatton Options, 1992 
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E X E C U T I V E O F F I C E 0 F T H E P R E S I D E N T 

03-Jun-1996 08:49am 

TO: Jeremy D. Benami 

FROM: Deborah L. Fine 

Domestic P o l i c y Council 

CC: E l i z a b e t h E. Drye 

SUBJECT: f i l e s 

1. The curr e n t d r a f t of the Foster memo t o Carol from you and 
Kevin Thurm i s under i:\dpc\data\foster.mem. 

You should review i t t o make sure i t ' s okay. A f t e r you review i t , 
you might want t o t a l k t o Mary Beth Donohue t o ensure t h a t i t 
should be from Kevin. We d i d not a c t u a l l y speak about t h a t . I t 
probably wouldn't be a bad idea t o have i t faxed back t o her t o 
look at one more time also. 

Also, she made a p i t c h t o not a t t a c h a l l of the o p t i o n a l s i t e s he 
could v i s i t f o r Carol. I thought she might want t h a t . I t ' s up t o 
you -- maybe i t ' s too much. 

Let me know i f you need help on t h i s . 

2 . 

a. The longer-term teen pregnancy p r o j e c t t h a t Dan Rodgers (old 
i n t e r n ) put some i n f o together on disk f o r i s under: 

i:\dpc\data\teenpreg.big 

This i s probably a mess -- I have never been able t o review i t . I 
am also l e a v i n g , per our conversation, a f o l d e r w i t h you w i t h the 
hard copies and disks t h a t Departments had turned i n t o me. 

b. The sho r t e r summary t h a t was d i s t r i b u t e d p u b l i c l y i s under: 

i : \ d p c \ d a t a \ h i l i t e s . t p 

Women's documents: 

MpelT recent p u b l i c l y d i s t r i b u t e d women's budget document 
iT: \dpc\data\bdgt.013 

HR1833 : 



><L : \dpc\data\hrl833 .prs : Press d e s c r i p t i o n of women who POTUS. met 
w i t h . 

>fAdpc\data\hrl833.tps: Q and A on hr 1833. I t h i n k though t h a t 
Todd has the most f i n a l q and a on h i s computer. 

.--^rf\dpc\data\hrl833 . rec : T i m l i n e / l e g record of HR 1833 

^dpc\data\chcrec.416 I n t e r n a l record of POTUS on safe, l e g a l 
an^ r a r e 

i:\dpc\data\chcpub.226: Older p u b l i c document on POTUS choice 
record t h a t included record on budget approps as compared t o R's 

i:\dpc\data\chcint.226 I n t e r n a l document t h a t explained 
a p p r o p r i a t i o n s r i d e r s on choice and where we stood, 
( o r i g i n a l l y prepared as attachment f o r harold.) 

^^^^^^i^dpc\data\issue. 507 i s the reproductive r i g h t s issue b r i e f 

I w i l l d e l i v e r hard copies of f i l e s l a t e r today -- once i n t e r n s 
have copied some of the s t u f f . 

Thanks. 
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HHS 
U.«. D K F A M T M E N T O F M » A l . T H AND HUMAN S E R V I C E S 

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 
Tuesday, April 2, 1996 contact: CDC Preee Office 

(404)-639-:^286 

BTATDIEHT BY EH8 8BCRETMY DOimJl E. flBALAIA 

r©«n Progr;ianc?y Data, in J An A 

?™™,n??°'*^"' P"^"''"^ healthful a = t i v i " „ i?J°'Jp=rt= 
comminity s.rvioeo, ana jobs; help build nigh s e l t - e K H m and 
crealble expectat.lens; and ohalUng. young leopla to abs^afn £ro . 

Government has an important rol^ in +->,.;.̂  = 
the Administration.s^ri997"id^^? inc!udes'a"S?w'^3^™!?^^"^'"' program to helc eo»r,nnii-^«. ..,i*.y.^^.-Z^: ^ ^ -̂ 2° milliun 

ps 
program to h.lp c o ^ u n i t U ^ J S ' J ,h t e . r p A n a n c y raJe-' ' ' 

it%'toi?̂^̂jiirL̂^̂„̂î^̂siirr̂^̂^ -
simple solutions wc cnn .r,i„^ + v,- wniie tftere are no 
to send a clear i J L ^ f S a J L = in I T d T " 
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.'can Pregnancy, 1st Ld-Writethru, a0447,03i9 
Report Says Teen Pregnancy Rate Rose Throughout the i98Q,s 

gcing up; inserts naw penultimate graf to add that abortion rates 
are steady. Also in'Wednesday AHs report . ^i-^t- ^•^'^ 
Bj BRENDA C. COLEMAN- ' -Ti X 
AF Medical Writer- {foe rec i?r^. we. cvo 

CHICAGO (AP) A new study confirms previous findings that Uck^ diCe-U^i-Kv/^ 
teen-age pregnancy rose markedly in the 1980s. (Qot^ {'^l^iC ^ 

Later statistiee from 40 states suggea-t^^at those rates _ 
dtswliped sllghtly_durlng-_the early 1990s J but figures through T990^ 

the only definitive national data, — — • ^ 
The pregnancy rate amdĥ  the undeif<=15 group was 6.3 pregnancies 

pe:- thousand g i r l s in 1980, rising slightly to 6.9 by 1985 and to 
7,1 by 19D0, said the federal report published in today's issue of 
ths Journal of the American Medical Association. 

*"Our rates continue to be higher than many other developed 
cointrioc, and OS percent of teen pregiiaiiuies are unintended, SO we 
ha/e a long way to go," said the author, epidemiologist Alison M. 
Spitz of the federal Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. 

Among gi r l c ageo IS to 19, i t was 88.8 per thousand In lyaU, 
dipping to 87.7 in 19R5 and zooming to 95.9 in 1990, the report 
3a;d. 

^In the '80s, •there continued to be more than 800,000 teens Who 
bs'̂ ame pregnant each year, ' ' Spitz said. 

The government's gual was that by 1990, there would be no births 
an tho under-15 age group, Spitz noted by telepJione Tuesday from 
Atlanta. 

But in 1990, 22,928 g i r l s younger than 15 conceived, 11,657 aave 
birth and 11,271 h«d abortions, the report said. 

The rate of abortion among a l l toen-age girl s held steady durinq 
the decade, the CDC said. ^ 

The CDC has reported that the birth rate among teen-agers 
rnr'^^^K ^ P^^^!"^ 19", the most recent year examined by the 
CDC. The rate f e l l 2 percent in 1992. 
APVR-04-03-96 1528EST 

Cofiyright. (c) 1996 The ARsociatod Preso 
Received by NewsEDGE/LAN: 04/D:i/96 1F,:12 
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4/1/96 
Toen Pregnancy Q and As 
JAHA a r t i c l e 

Q: I S this data new? 

A: Ho. »-f" P'̂ ^̂ nancy rates in the JAMA ar t i c l e , although 
* aethodology, are based on CDC data f r i a 

1980 through 1990. Mf>rp r^eont data, updeiied throuaU 199° 
was publicly released by CDC last septenSer. 

K^^''^^ pregnancy and teen birth rates 
MSSR ^® September 21, 1995 a r t i c l e in 
? ^ ' . = ? f i ^ ^ ^ ""̂ ^̂  "̂̂ "̂̂  declined 4 percent 
from 1991 to 1993. The birth rate for teens 15-17 dec lined 2 
percent from 1991 to 1992, and remained stable in i993.V*1Sa^ 
the teen pregnancy rates declined from 1991 to 1992 in 30 of 
the 41 reporting p.tates. •»v w* 

The President said in January that teen pregnancy rates were 
down. This article says they're up. Was\iie President wroSJ? 

'The President was referring to more recent data for 1992 
L993. The data in the JAMA article are from 1985-1990. 

This ar t i c l e sayc that the government's goal of reducing teen 
pregnancy rates to no more than ;,o pregnancies per 1000 teSns 
by the year 2000 "are unliXely to be achieved." Do you agree? 

B^AmlS^-^ ^^^""^ "° "^"P^® solutions, we can solve this 

? u=f a-d :S.\~an ^ V ^ ^ 

Earlier this year, for example, the PreislrtPnt annoxinocd the 
i^td^i^u" °^ National Campaign to Reduce Teen FreTnlncv -! 
and h l a V ^""^ °' prominent Americans in m e d i ^ r S n ^ s 
and health care. Doth CDC and the Office of 

A: No 
and 1993 
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Note to Maliaea .qkolfield 

From; Lisa A. Qilmore 

subject: Teen b i r t h , abortion, and pregnancy data 

Hat©: A p r i l 3, 1995 

^J!^" "̂ ^̂ ""̂  ^""^ d e f i n i t i v e , that i s , f i n a l , 
^ n l pregnancy data for the ea?ly 

d f l i n i ^ . J E M ^ " ' ' ^ i ^ ^ ' teen birch rates ar.. ^ 
rates aid n.i'r''^? national teen abortion 
throSgrfg?? '̂ '̂̂  pregnancy rates are d e f i n i t i v e 

For data reported by state, teen pregnancy rates are 
d e f i n i t i v e through 1992 for the 41 states that r«p"t 
age-specific abortion rates. State teen birt>) i-:aroe 

nS So^^h ^̂ "̂9.t<=«n l=irths by s t i t e . but NcSs ha. yet 
^ t o T . ^"f"PUtatlons. Child Trends has computed Che 
1953 teen b i r t h rates, and these figures should be I h l 
same as the ones NCHS w i l l compuLe.. Should be the 

Expected Data Releases 

• The 139^ natioiial ceen b i r t h data w i l l be avail^^hia 
by the end of June, available 

escimdties nations], abortion levels usina A«l'c 
surveys of a l l known abortion p r o J i S S ^ Hcwever 
A.,T distrrbutcs i t c ab^rciOii data by aqe and r l ^ f ' 
accurdmo to rnr o^r^rr,^^ ,^ ^ race 
Center for Chronic n i ^ " ' " g^^P^^^d by the National 
Promotion N S ? w i n >1!n ̂ ^^^^"^^°n and Health " 
= >- î t-iiw- W i l l Lhen use the> AGI nationnl 
aburcion estim^ces to calculate the 1^49^^^ 1 
teen pregnancy rate. national 
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Page 2 ., 

JAMA versus KCES 

The teen pregnancy data i n JAMA (Spitz et al) i c 
d i f f e r e n t from NCHS reported data i n at least three ways: 

• The JAMA authors do not include miscarriages i n 
t h e i r calculation of teen pregnancies and teen 
pregnancy rates; NCHS does include estimates of 
miecarriagca. 

• The JAMA authors use Che CDC abortion data which i s 
based on data provided by state health agencies 
(which excludes some smaller abortion providers). 
NCHS uses AGI's abortion estimates from AGI's 
surveys of d l l known abortion providers, d i s t r i b u t e d 
by age and race according to CDC estimates. The AGI 
national abortion estimates are considered 12%-15% 
higher Chan che cue escimates (14% higher i n 1988 
and a preliminary 11% higher i n 1992). 

• The JAMA authors use d i f f e r e n t assumptions than NCHS 
to calculate teen aborcion rates f o r the 10 states 
i n 1980 and 1990 (13 states i n 1985) that do not 
report age-specitic abortion rates. JAMA authors 
base t h e i r estimates f o r the missing age-specific 
aborcion rates on neighboring states with s i m i l a r 
population and f e r t i l i t y c haracteristics or on 
aggregace daca for a l l states reporting 
corresponding age-specific data. NCHS employs the 
AGI national aDorcion escimace which r e l i e s on CDC 
discribucion daca. 

The r e s u l t : 

• I m l n i " ^ " " T r r " f ' - ' - ^ ^ pregnancies i n 1990 
among 15-19 year old females compared with 1 002 OOO 
pregnancies i n 1990 reporced by NCHS. 1-002,000 

• vear n i ^ / pregnancy rates f o r 15-19 

115.0 per 1000 by NCHS. ^ 
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Page 3 

Status of Teen Birth, Abortion, and Pregnancy Data 

B i r t h s 

• National ceen b i r t h r a t e data are d e t - i n i t i v e ( f i n a l ) 
through 1993. 

• State teen b i r c h races are d e f i n i t i v e through 1992. 
State r.eon b i r t h rates are nou yet c a l c u l a t e d f o r 
I 3 9 i , but the numbers of b i r t h s by s t a t e needed t o 
make the c a l c u l a t i o n are a v a i l a b l e . 

• The iy94 n a t i o n a l data on teen b i r t h s w i l l be 
a v a i l a b l e by che end of June, 1996. 

Abort i on.q 

• National toen aborLlwn data are QeriniClVe through 
l y y i . nata f o r 1992 and 1993 are p r e l i m i n a r y . 

• Overall aboirtioxi data f o r evt;ry s t a t e i s avaiJahle 
f o r 1332 and 1993, but age-cpccific a b o r t i o n rates 
f o r teeas have noc yec been c a l c u l a t e d . 

• The AGI Abortion estimatec are 12-15%- higher than 
the CDC ab o r t i o n estiTnatftp p r i m a r i l y due t o AGI's 
mciufciion of abortions reported by small p r o v i d e r s . 

Pregnancies 

• Nacionai teen pregnancy rate data i s d e f i n i t i v e 
througli 1991. 

nr^^-^T^^'"^-"*''^^ ^^^^^ ^2 =^^3^es ( i n c l u d i n g DC) aie d e f i n i t i v e through 1992. 

• use caution when comparing st.t^ by scace pregnancy 
rate data. Wnile births arP r-ported by state nf 
residence, abortions are reported bjstitc of 
occurrence which nometimes I. different (2 f 

s t a t e s ) . Moreovei, some star<=.s have more ar^-nv^r-^ 
r e p o r t i n g sy.t.mc than others, e g a P o ^ g ^ f S t c : 
ai-^ high m part b^r.ut« rhcv have ̂  L e t t l ^ 
r e p o r t i n g system. ' ^ * l^et t e r 

• SSLf^''''"^ Calcuiar*^ rh« 1992 n a t i o n a l Leen 

Teen pregnancv rates f o - ^ 
u n t i l data irnm the J ? ' cvfL^^^'^K ^P^^^ed 
Family Growth < f l ^ \ t ^ - S u r v e y of 

CO Dan P=r..r£.,ld, .„y 
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E X E C U T I V E O F F I C E O F T H E P R E S I D E N T 

09-May-1996 12:58pm 

TO 
TO 
TO 

Michael Waldman 
James T. Edmonds 
Jonathan M. Prince 

FROM: Deborah L. Fine 
Domestic P o l i c y Council 

SUBJECT: unmarried moms 

I am not sure e x a c t l y what you want -- so here are some 
takes/numbers. C a l l me/e-mail me i f you have a more s p e c i f i c 
request. 

Let me s t a r t by saying t h a t u n f o r t u n a t e l y there are no numbers 
past 1993. 

FOR ALL AGE WOMEN: 
In 1993 1,240,172 babies were born t o unmarried mothers. This i s 
31% or o n e - t h i r d of a l l b i r t h s . 

This i s an 86% increase since 1980, when 18% of b i r t h s were t o 
unmarried moms. Since 1990 i t has begun t o l e v e l o f f , although i t 
continues t o r s i e slowly. 

Another take, which I'm assuming you do not want, i s t h a t 45.3 out 
of 1000 unmarried women aged 15 t o 44 gave b i r t h i n 1993. (This i s 
up very s l i g h t l y from 45.2 i n 1991 and 1992.) 

FOR TEENS: 
FYI f o r background, g e n e r a l l y speaking the r a t e of b i r t h s t o 
unmarried teens has b a s i c a l l y stayed the same -- while the r a t e 
f o r o l d e r women has increased d r a m a t i c a l l y . This i s p a r t i a l l y 
demographic and p a r t i a l l y because women are w a i t i n g longer t o get 
married, and t o have babies. 

The p r o p o r t i o n of unmarried moms t h a t are teens i s SLOWLY 
dropping: 
I n 1990, 30.9% of unmarried mothers were teenagers. 
I n 1992, 29.8% of unmarried mothers were teens. 
I n 1993, 29.7% of unmarried moms were teens. 

Whereas, i n 1980, 41% of unmarried mothers were teenagers. 

Do you want me t o check f o r the % or number of babies born t o 
unmarried teen moms? 



Let me know i f t h i s helps at a l l , or i f not, what you are l o o k i n g 
f o r . 

Thanks. 
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November 8,1995 

USA 
TODAY 

THE N A T I O N 

• >Tt r^ •" - P i t ; ' •'•• : : : •• — • ' a ^ A ^ t a n M t h i m n . . . 

Ĉutiire pennits it' 
desmte ramifications 

mn̂  . -
TODAY 

^One In five Bever-marrled women 
of cUMbeailBgagB had at least one 
chiid ̂  iWi «<>tii>i''°8 a ^ 

itf^edlak UitliB that began half 
i oRBiifyragDk tbê Cemis Bureau 

..In a report sui« to add to the de-
ever the shape of the noden 

American taadly; the bureau flild 
vbite vooiea faded the riae more 

any odier greup. The percent­
age of black vomen having children 
ouulde marriage declined from 
I -1M4; the rate among Htapuiics 
increased marginally. 

•*ffB Inching gp every year," bu-
demapipher Ainara Bachu 

said of the t*»year increase to 20ft. 
from 18%, of all never̂ married 
women who have children. "SodeOr 
Is not (lowiiiDg OIB these women. It b 
more acceptfâ " 

But there are ramlflcatiada. 
Some studies have shown that chU-

in uuei«recl lamUles are less 
healthy at bizfb. more likely to drq) 
out of school,-at greater risk for drug 

alcohol addiction, more prone to 
crime and more apt to end up on 
welfare. They also lace a far hlgtwr 
chance of. a lifetime of poverty. 

irs a railing snowball that geo 
bigger and htgBV " nid I^trick Fb-
nn of the oooservative Heritage 
nuBdaHasir,'V. 

7, xUIdrea' muit be begotten and 
'nised in marriage, or we visit all 
these weaknesses on diem," he said. 

Births to neveMnarried women -
TTie peroeniage of never-married vvtito woman givins bInh in the past 
decade has doubled, but me peicentaQes for minority women have 
dropped or Incwasad only allflhtlyr ••••= vfrir 

wMh diitdran 
given Uilh 

&8% 65% 

1902 1994 

Black 

l-Hliptwleie«ift»onqt 
SourcK U-S. Ceniua Bunu 

as Coo-The latest report comes 
gress debates wdfire reform.. 

Many conservatives are pushing 
(he Idea that certain beneiits encour­
age teen-geisai)d unmarried women 
to have out-of'wedlock children. 
That has led (0 proposals to cap the 
beneflb allowed to unwed motheta. 

But Deborah Welnstein of the lib­
eral Children's Defense Fund says 
that capping public assistance "wiB 
only make child poverty deeper." 

An August study by Lee Rainwater 
and Timohy Smmdlng of 9jneaat 
Univerilfy seems to back thsL .. . 

By 6wi Want USA TODAY 

In Sweden, for example, the stndy 
found that 94.9% of children of single 
roothen would live in poverty with' 
out govemmem assistance. But ?rlth 
generous benefits, live in pover­
ty. The USA, by contrast, reduces 
wbat would be a 69.9% poverty rale 
among such children to 39.M. 

Of the 17 Industiialized nations 
Audted, that is the smaDest reduction 
in potential child poverty rates. 

"Msybe we need to direct our 
thinking to supporting the ehiidren," 
said Carol De Vita, a demogrepher 
with the non-partisan Population 

Reference Bureau. 
While all agree that twoparent 

tamilies are best fttr children, she 
said, parenting classes and other pro­
grams could help children of single 
mothers fare brtter.. 

But to FBgan, the main culprit is 
popular culture. ' 

"A huge amount of people 
(out-of-wedlock motherhood) be­
cause the culture permits it,' he said. 
'To the esient we've dilvan r e l i ^ 
out of culture, «ie\e weakened the 
culnna" 

Sofiie further details of the < 
report 

^ Over the last dcoen years, the 
percentage of the nation's 
married women giving birth ris­
en steadily: from lSul% in 1982. to 
19% in 1988, and 20.2% of a of 
22.7 million women in 1994. Earlier 
statistics weren't comparable. 

^The percenage of unmarried I 
teen-agers who bad children^ 
climbed from 5.9% in 1992 to 0.9% In 
1994, when S44jD00 untnarrled 
had given biith. ^ 

> Radal disparities of pad s 
continued, but with whites continu­
ing a longtenn upward trend In 
of-wedlock births. 

In 1994, 46.2% of nevê marTted 
black women. 27.1% of Hlqwilc 
women and 12.9% of white •* sn 
had given birth. 

Two years earlier, the figure for 
whites was 10.9%; a decade before, it 
was 6.7%. 

^A suDGontlal number of up­
wardly mobile, never-married 
en are choosijag to have children, 
much as in past yean: 6% of 
with a bachelor's degree or i 
and 8.6% of women who are i 
ersor profeslanala. 
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CHILD TRENDS, INC. 
4301 Connecticut Avenue, N.W., Suite 100, Washington, DC 20008 

Phone (202) 362-5580 
Fax (202) 362-5533 

73252.3431 ©Compuserve.com 

January 1996 

TO: Individuals and Organizations Concerned 
About Teenage Pregnancy and Childbearing 

FROM: Kristin A. Moore, Ph.D. 

SUBJECT: Release of Facts at a Glance, reporting 1993 data 
. on teen fertility in the United States 

The teen birth rate is no longer increasing in the United States. Declines, while quite small, have 
occurred in nearly all states. Small declines occurred among both blacks and whites, though not 
among Hispanic teens. Nevertheless, at 60 births per 1,000 females aged 15-19 in 1993, the U.S. 
teen birth rate remains much higher than in other industrialized democracies. 

It is particularly important to reduce rates of teenage childbearing because the number of teens is 
increasing. The number of girls aged 14-17 will increase by 1.2 million between 1995 and 2005. 
Reflecting this fact, the number of births to school-age adolescents has begun to increase, even 
though the teen birth rate has stopped increasing. 

Substantial policy attention has focused on teenage childbearing this past year. Relevant to the 
discussion are two reports prepared by Child Trends. Adolescent Sex, Contraception and 
Childbearing: A Review of Recent Research summarizes studies on the antecedents of adolescent 
sexual aaivity, contraceptive use and pregnancy resolution. Adolescent Prefftancy Prevention 
Programs: Interventions and Evaluations provides an overview of programs and of evaluations and 
discusses the need for new intervention efforts with stronger evaluations. Copies of these reports 
may be obtained from National Technical Information Services (NTIS) or directly from Child 
Trends using the enclosed form. 

This fact sheet has not been copyrighted, and it may be reproduced and disseminated to any 
person or organization who would benefit from the information. References are available upon 
request. 

If this fact sheet has reached an inappropriate office or person, please forward it to the appropriate 
person. If you would like to add someone to our mailing list, or if you would like to have an 
address corrected or deleted, please write or fax us with the corrected information. We can also be 
reached by e-mail at 73252.3431@compuserve.com. 

This informational effort is funded by the Charles Stewart Mott Foundation of Flint, Michigan. 



FACTSK 
AT A GLANCE Januai7 1996 

TEEN BIRTH RATE. Between 1986 and 1991, the teen birth rate rose by one-fourth. In 1992 and again in 1993, tiny declines 
occurred. Although the decline in the teen birth rate was small, it occurred in nearly every state. It is too soon to know whether 
this slight decline represents the beginning of a sustained downturn. 

Teen Birth Rate (Births per 1,000 Females Aged 15-19) 

All Females 1960 1970 1980 1985 1986 1987 1988 1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 

15-19 89.1 68.3 53.0 51.0 50.2 50.6 53.0 57.3 59.9 62.1 60.7 59.6 
15-17 — 38.8 32.5 31.0 30.5 31.7 33.6 36.4 37.5 38.7 37.8 37.8 
18-19 — 114.7 82.1 79.6 79.6 78.5 79.9 84.2 88.6 94.4 94.5 92.1 

NUMBER OF BIRTHS TO TEENS. The number of births to teens also declined slightly in 1993. However, this decline was 
concentrated among older teens. The number of births to adolescents 17 and younger rose slightly, reflecting an increase in the 
population of younger teens. 

1960 1980 

Number of Births to Females Under Age 20 

1985 1986 1987 1988 1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 

Under 15 6780 11,752 10,169 10220 iai76 lOpll 10,588 11,486 11,657 12,014 12;220 12,554 
15-17 182,408 223,590 198̂ 22 167,789 168,572 172.591 176̂624 181,014 183327 188226 187,549 1901535 
18-19 401.558 421,118 353̂ I39 299j696 293333 289,721 301,729 325,459 338,499 331351 317̂ 66 310̂ 558 
Under 20 593,746 656,460 562330 477,705 472̂ 81 472̂ 23 488̂ I41 517̂ )89 533,483 531,591 517̂ 35 513,&17 

NONMARITAL BOtTHS. In 1993, the percent of teen births that occurred outside of marriage continued to increase, rising to 72%. 

Percent of Births that 1960 1970 1980 1985 1986 1987 1988 1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 
Were Nonmarital: 

to Mothers Under Age 20 15 30 48 59 61 64 66 67 68 69 71 72% 
to Mothers Aged 20-24 5 9 19 26 29 31 33 35 37 39 41 42% 

FATHERS. Among teens 15-17 who have babies, half of the fathers of the babies are age 20 or older. 

TRENDS IN THE TEEN 
BIRTH RATE AND THE 
NONMARITAL TEEN 
BIRTH RATE, 1950-1993. 
Despite the rise in the teen birth 
rate that occurred in the late 
1980s, the teen birth rate is 
nevertheless lower now than 
it was in the 1950s and 1960s. 

On the other hand, the 
nonmarital teen birth rate 
has risen steadily. 
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In 1993, the teen birth rate dropped slightly among non-Hispanic whites and blacks, but stayed the same among Hispanic teens. 
The birth rate for Hispanic teens and black teens is now quite similar. 

Birth Rate: Births Per 1,000 Females Aged 15-19, by Race/Ethnicity 

Race/Ethnidtv 1980 1986 1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 
Hispanics 82 80 91 100 107 107 107 
Non-Hispanic Blacks 105 104 112 116 118 116 111 
Non-Hispanic Whites 41 36 40 43 43 42 40 

Note: 1980 data on Hispanic ethnicity are reported for 22 states, accounting for 90% of Hispanic births; 1986 data 
are for 23 states and DC; 1989 data are for 47 states and DC; 1990 data are for 48 states and DC; 1991 and 
1992 data are for 49 states and DC; 1993 data are for all states and DC. 

ABORTION AMONG U.S. TEENS. In 1991, the most recent year for which abortion data are available, U.S. 
teens had 858,000 pregnancies (not counting miscarriages), of which 326,000 ended in abortion, and 532,000 ended 
in a live birth. In the late 1980s and early 1990s, the number of abortions, the abortion rate, and the proportion of 
pregnancies ending in abortion all declined among teens. Comparable declines in abortion did not occur among 
older women. 

Age < 15 
Age 15-19 

Age 15-19 

Age < 15 
Age 15-19 

1973 

11,630 
231,900 

22.8 

47% 
28% 

1975 

15,260 
326,780 

1980 1985 

Number of Abortions 

15,340 
444,780 

16.970 
399,200 

1990 

12,580 
350,970 

1991 

12,000 
314,000 

Abortion Rate (Abortions per 1,000 females 15-19) 

31.2 42.8 43.5 40.3 

Abortion Ratio (Percent of births plus abortions, ending in abortion) 

37.6 

55% 
36% 

60% 
45% 

62% 
46% 

52% 
40% 

50% 
38% 

TRENDS IN AGE OF FIRST SEX. Data from 
several surveys confirm a trend toward earlier sex. For 
example, data from the National Health and Social Life 
Survey indicate that the proportion of teens having sex 
by age 18 has risen (see chart). The gap between male 
and female teens has narrowed. Ainong youth who 
turned 18 between 1981 and 1992,58% of females and 
61% of males had sex by age 18. 

Adolescents with well-educated parents are more likely 
to delay having sex. For example, analyses of the 
National Health Interview Survey 1992 Supplement 
indicate that a quarter of girls whose parent had not 
completed high school had sex by age 15, compared to 
11% of girls with a college-educated parent. Bom 1933-42 Bom 1943-52 Bom 1953-62 Bom 1963-74 

INTERVENTIONS. Appropriate interventions to prevent adolescent childbearing will vary depending on the 
characteristics, needs and values of the community and/or of the family. For example, advantaged teens from effective 
families may require little or no formal program intervention. Disadvantaged adolescents from multiple-problem 
families may require early and comprehensive intervention efforts. 

Intervention programs need to be based on research findings. Researchers consistently find four broad factors that 
predict early sex, adolescent pregnancy, and noimiarital childbearing among teens: 

• early school failure, 
• early behavior problems, 
• poverty, and 
• family problems and family dysfiinction. 

Addressing these factors with comprehensive pro-ams for disadvantaged children in their preschool and elementary 
school years represents a promising direction for mtervention efforts. 



TABLE 1: BIRTHS TO MOTHERS UNDER AGE 20 IN 1993 

Hispanic Ethnicity-* Percent Of All First 
NUMBER OF BIRTHS TO MOTHERS AGED: Births to Mothers Number of Births of Teen Births In 

Total Under Age 20: to Hispanic Births to State, Percent 
Under 15 15-17 18-19 UndeiLZQ yvhits Black Females Under Unmarried to Teen 

Age 20 Mothers Mfiiheis 
ALABAMA 379 4,278 6,367 11,024 5,440 5,531 76 69% 31% 
ALASKA 13 416 767 1,196 652 98 54 69% 23% 
ARIZONA 186 3,868 6,384 10,438 8,716 582 4790 78% 30% 
ARKANSAS 181 2.388 4,098 6.667 4,266 2,346 80 63% 35% 
CALIFORNIA 1,579 26,352 42,291 70,222 58,110 8,138 42254 70% 24% 
COLORADO 129 2,431 3,893 6,453 5,622 616 2359 71% 23% 
CONNECTICUT 102 1,478 2,177 3,757 2,656 1,032 1248 88% 14% 
DELAWARE 43 496 781 1.320 712 597 102 88% 23% 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 81 784 982 1,847 66 1,734 133 96% 31% 
FLORIDA 772 9,729 15,308 25,809 15,105 10,488 3739 77% 24% 
GEORGIA 583 6,880 10,350 17,813 8,374 9,332 506 74% 28% 
HAWAII 27 633 1,327 1,987 335 61 393 77% 19% 
IDAHO 25 809 1,500 2,334 2,232 10 402 54% 29% 
ILLINOIS 629 9,445 14,331 24,405 13,244 11,007 4737 83% 24% 
INDIANA 188 4,073 7,617 11,878 9,258 2,581 397 77% 27% 
IOWA 63 1,376 2,627 4,066 3,655 332 165 79% 22% 
KANSAS 77 1,615 3,152 4,844 3,880 815 471 72% 26% 
KENTUCKY 222 3,222 5,470 8,914 7,574 1,310 55 58% 30% 
LOUISIANA 426 5,176 7,375 12,977 4,938 7,926 122 81% 35% 
MAINE 17 488 1.017 1,522 1,474 14 13 79% 19% 
MARYLAND 241 2,945 4,308 7,494 2,916 4,427 280 85% 19% 
MASSACHUSETTS 137 2.361 4,112 6,610 5,136 1,274 1808 89% 14% 
MICHIGAN 371 6,369 10.857 17,597 10,310 7,023 914 67% 24% 
MINNESOTA 98 1,861 3,355 5,314 3,982 706 310 64% 17% 
MISSISSIPPI 376 3,611 5,157 9,144 3,114 5,961 16 78% 39% 
MISSOURI 237 3,855 6,576 10,668 7,222 3,370 188 75% 27% 
MONTANA 15 499 903 1,417 1,073 9 36 75% 27% 
NEBRASKA 42 768 1,537 2,347 1,900 317 238 77% 21% 
NEVADA 63 1,082 1,840 2,985 2,371 469 776 71% 26% 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 6 302 744 1,052 1,028 17 28 82% 14% 
NEW JERSEY 274 3,572 5,427 9,273 4,817 4,366 2638 88% 14% 
NEW MEXICO 95 1,958 2,915 4,968 4,105 153 3066 78% 35% 
NEW YORK 642 9,953 15,586 26,181 16,274 9,602 7823 86% 17% 
NORTH CAROLINA 437 5.743 9,370 15,550 8,032 7,083 399 74% 27% 
NORTH DAKOTA 9 242 580 831 637 8 21 77% 21% 
OHIO 470 7,739 13.434 21,643 15.018 6,520 604 81% 26% 
OKLAHOMA 145 2,772 5.035 7,952 5,554 1,275 454 62% 32% 
OREGON 83 1,843 3,249 5,175 4,707 249 741 73% 25% 
PENNSYLVANIA 393 6,303 10,205 16,901 11,196 5,547 1578 87% 20% 
RHODE ISLAND 23 572 865 1,460 1,122 245 310 89% 20% 
SOUTH CAROLINA 257 3,279 5,169 8,705 3,963 4,688 94 76% 29% 
SOUTH DAKOTA 10 406 779 1,195 782 12 18 77% 24% 
TENNESSEE 317 4,419 7.573 12,309 7,796 4,458 98 68% 29% 
TEXAS 1,324 19,812 30.613 51,749 41,433 9,897 26056 36% 30% 
UTAH 45 1,400 2,551 3,996 3,754 53 539 57% 24% 
VERMONT 8 186 455 649 633 5 2 77% 17% 
VIRGINIA 279 3.621 6,483 10,383 5,878 4,384 438 74% 20% 
WASHINGTON 163 2,997 5,486 8,646 7,335 598 1480 73% 22% 
WEST VIRGINIA 87 1,341 2,397 3,825 3,621 198 9 60% 31% 
WISCONSIN 175 2,483 4,577 7,235 4,700 2,094 471 83% 20% 
WYOMING 10 304 606 920 854 12 116 66% 30% 

U.S. TOTAL 12,554 190,535 310,558 513,647 347,572 149,570 113645 72% 24% 

*Hispanic persons may be of any race. 
Source/Notes: Unpublished and specially tabulated data from the National Center for Health Statistics, Department of Health arxj Human Services; 

forttxx)ming in Vital Statistics of ttie United States, 1993, Vol. 1, Natality. The proportion of births to unmetrried women in Texas appears 
to t>e too low. Nonmeirital t)lrtfis are inferred for Cedifomia, Conrwcticut Michigan, Nevada, New York, and Texas from infotmertion on 
the birth certificate. 



TABLE 2: BIRTH RATES FOR TEENS 15-19 IN 1970,1980,1985, AND 1990-1993 
AND FOR TEENS 16-17 AND 18-19 IN 1993 AND GONORRHEA RATES FOR FEMALES AGEO 16-19 IN 1992 

Birth Rates (Births per 1,000) 
to Teen Mothers Aged 16-19 

Percent of 
Birth Rates Teen Births 

(Births per 1,000) That are 2nd 
Age 15-17 Age 18-19 or Later Births 

Gonorrhea Rates 
(Cases per 1,000 
Females 15-19) 

1970 lias laas 1990 1991 1&92 1993 1993 1933 1993 1392 

ALABAMA 89 68 64 71 74 73 71 48 102 24% 16.0 
ALASKA 87 64 56 65 65 63 57 33 92 2 1 % 6.7 
ARIZONA 77 66 67 76 80 81 80 50 126 24% 5.2 
ARKANSAS 91 75 73 80 60 76 74 46 115 23% 10.7 
CALIFORNIA 65 53 53 71 74 74 73 46 112 23% 5.0 
COLORADO 64 50 48 55 58 58 55 35 87 20% 8.0 
CONNECTICUT 43 31 31 39 40 39 39 26 58 23% 7.8 
DELAWARE 72 51 51 55 61 60 60 39 89 23% 12.8 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 110 62 72 93 116 117 129 102 163 35% 36.9 
FLORIDA 85 59 58 69 68 66 65 42 99 25% 9.6 
GEORGIA 98 72 68 76 76 75 73 49 108 27% 20.6 
HAWAII 60 51 48 61 59 54 53 30 85 22% 2.4 
IDAHO 65 60 47 51 54 52 51 29 83 20% 0.8 
ILLINOIS 66 56 51 63 65 64 63 41 96 27% 12.1 
INDIANA 73 58 52 59 61 59 59 34 94 23% 8.4 
IOWA 52 43 35 41 43 41 41 23 69 18% 4.3 
KANSAS 61 57 52 56 55 56 56 31 94 22% 10.1 
KENTUCKY 86 72 63 68 69 65 64 40 100 22% 5.8 
LOUISIANA 85 76 72 74 76 76 76 53 111 25% 11.2 
MAINE 65 47 42 43 44 40 37 20 63 18% 0.3 
MARYLAND 68 43 46 53 54 51 50 34 75 23% 15.4 
MASSACHUSETTS 38 28 29 35 38 38 38 24 58 2 1 % 2.1 
MICHIGAN 66 45 43 59 59 57 53 33 84 24% 11.9 
MINNESOTA 42 35 31 36 37 36 35 20 58 20% 4.2 
MISSISSIPPI 102 84 76 81 86 84 83 58 121 27% 21.6 
MISSOURI 71 58 54 63 65 63 60 37 95 24% 13.8 
MONTANA 58 49 44 48 47 46 46 27 76 16% 0.8 
NEBRASKA 52 45 40 42 42 41 41 23 67 20% 6.0 
NEVADA 90 59 55 73 75 71 73 45 117 22% 7.2 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 55 34 32 33 33 31 31 15 55 17% 0.4 
NEW JERSEY 48 35 34 41 41 39 38 25 58 22% 4.2 
NEW MEXICO 77 72 73 78 80 80 61 54 124 22% 3.6 
NEW YORK 49 35 36 44 46 45 46 30 69 22% 7.3 
NORTH CAROLINA 86 58 57 68 70 70 67 43 101 23% 17.5 
NORTH DAKOTA 43 42 36 35 36 37 37 18 67 14% 0.4 
OHIO 63 53 50 58 61 58 57 35 89 23% 12.8 
OKUHOMA 81 75 69 67 72 70 69 40 111 23% 11.9 
OREGON 56 51 43 55 55 53 51 30 84 20% 3.8 
PENNSYLVANIA 52 41 40 45 47 45 44 28 68 24% 7.4 
RHODE ISLAND 45 33 36 44 45 48 50 34 73 23% 2.7 
SOUTH CAROLINA 89 65 63 71 73 71 66 44 98 24% 8.6 
SOUTH DAKOTA 50 53 46 47 48 48 44 25 75 19% 1.5 
TENNESSEE 87 64 61 72 75 72 70 43 110 24% 15.4 
TEXAS 84 74 72 75 79 78 78 51 118 24% 9.3 
UTAH 54 65 50 49 48 46 44 26 74 18% 0.9 
VERMONT 53 40 36 34 39 36 35 17 63 18% 0.1 
VIRGINIA 72 48 46 53 53 52 50 31 77 2 1 % 10.4 
WASHINGTON 58 47 45 53 54 51 50 29 82 19% 4.9 
WEST VIRGINIA 72 68 54 57 58 56 56 33 88 18% 2.0 
WISCONSIN 44 40 39 43 44 42 41 24 67 25% 4.0 
WYOMING 69 79 59 56 54 49 50 27 86 16% 0.8 

U.S. TOTAL 66 53 51 60 62 61 60 38 92 23% 9.4 

Source/Notes: The 1985-1993 rates are calculated by Child Trends. Denominators use the latest revised data from the U.S. Bureau of the Census, 
Population Estimates Branch. These revisions affect birth rates in some states. Birth data and rates for 1970,1980, and 1990 are 
published by the National Center lor Health Statistics, Department of Health and Human Services. The 1970 rate represents the 
average for 1969-1971. Numliers of births for 1993 are provided by special tabulations made by Stephanie Ventura of NCHS. 
These data will be available In the forthcoming volume Vital Statistics of ttie United States, 1993, Vol. 1, Natality. Gonorrtiea rates 
represent reported cases of gonorrtiea from the division of Adolescent and Scfxxjl Health, Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. 
Population denominators for D.C. arxl less populated states are small and tfierefore some instability in rates can occur. 



TABLE 3. BIRTHS TO TEENAGE MOTHERS IN LARGE U.S. CITIES IN 1993 

Of All BIRTHS TO UNMARRIED Of all 
BIRTHS TO TEENS Births for NUMBER OF BIRTHS TEEN MOTHERS Births to 

City, % to TO TEENS Mothers 
Mothers Under Age 20, 

Total 17 and Ages Under Total 17 and Ages Percent 
City UndsrlQ Younger 18-19 AflftiO White _Black UndfiL2Q Younger 18-19 Nonmarital 

AKRON, OH 674 260 414 18% 298 375 606 245 361 90% 
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 1,182 528 654 15% 1,039 62 980 484 496 83% 
AMARILLO, TX 546 230 316 20% 467 71 193 102 91 35% 
ANAHEIM, CA 869 311 558 12% 821 23 550 213 337 63% 
ANCHORAGE, AK 495 177 318 10% 295 70 337 148 189 68% 
ARLINGTON, TX 480 164 316 9% 389 77 169 72 97 35% 
ATLANTA, GA 1,800 868 932 21% 145 1.647 1,692 836 856 94% 
AURORA, CO 453 183 270 11% 287 142 339 164 175 75% 
AUSTIN, TX 1,311 570 741 14% 990 306 481 259 222 37% 
BAKERSFIELD, CA 1,257 533 724 17% 1,061 177 1,008 466 542 80% 
BALTIMORE, MD 2,645 1.297 1,348 22% 383 2,249 2,419 1,205 1,214 91% 
BATON ROUGE, LA 822 366 456 16% 186 631 724 349 375 88% 
BIRMINGHAM, AL 969 456 513 22% 102 867 884 438 446 91% 
BOSTON, MA 1,026 406 618 12% 410 589 965 400 565 94% 
BRIDGEPORT, CT 502 234 268 20% 308 187 449 219 230 89% 
BUFFALO, NY 1,005 451 554 17% 401 594 940 439 501 94% 
CHARLOTTE, NC 900 391 509 13% 255 634 801 370 431 89% 
CHATTANOOGA, TN 530 222 306 22% 197 332 463 205 258 87% 
CHESAPEAKE, VA 317 128 189 11% 146 170 259 116 143 82% 
CHICAGO, IL 10,973 4,922 6,051 19% 3,622 7,279 9.805 4,664 5,141 89% 
CINCINNATI, OH 1,368 619 749 21% 412 953 1,282 599 683 94% 
CLEVELAND, OH 2,187 981 1,206 21% 682 1,497 2,050 954 1,096 94% 
COLORAIX} SPRINGS, CO 692 246 446 12% 559 109 459 209 250 66% 
COLUMBUS, GA 626 278 348 21% 210 410 509 253 256 81% 
COLUMBUS, OH 1,709 692 1,017 16% 866 816 1,498 641 857 88% 
CORPUS CHRISTl, TX 861 411 470 19% 816 54 290 148 142 33% 
DALLAS, TX 3,887 1,701 2,186 18% 2,177 1,669 1,983 993 990 51% 
DAYTON, OH 632 287 345 19% 219 410 585 275 310 93% 
DENVER. CO 1,424 610 814 16% 1,084 293 1.098 548 550 77% 
DES MOINES, lA 509 204 305 14% 403 91 438 187 251 86% 
DETROIT, Ml 4,548 1,929 2,619 22% 462 4,055 4,262 1,864 2,398 94% 
EL PASO, TX 2,426 927 1,499 17% 2,345 69 965 434 531 40% 
FLINT, Ml 768 341 427 22% 246 519 459 238 221 60% 
FT. LAUDERDALE, FL 622 283 339 15% 142 480 561 273 288 90% 
FORT WAYNE, IN 565 223 342 16% 324 233 495 214 281 88% 
FORT WORTH, TX 1,568 693 875 17% 985 562 572 306 266 36% 
FREMONT, CA 169 71 98 5% 137 16 108 56 52 64% 
FRESNO, CA 1,892 847 1045 18% 1.291 243 1.286 594 692 68% 
GARDEN GROVE. CA 330 127 203 10% 286 7 195 74 121 59% 
GARLAND, TX 430 178 252 13% 329 95 172 85 87 40% 
GARY, IN 621 279 342 27% 75 545 598 275 323 96% 
GLENDALE, CA 176 55 121 7% 164 2 138 47 91 78% 
GRAND RAPIDS, Ml 591 253 338 15% 277 301 369 168 201 62% 
GREENSBORO, NC 404 152 252 15% 113 281 359 143 216 89% 
HARTFORD, CT 648 315 333 23% 375 257 605 296 309 93% 
HIALEAH, FL 295 106 189 11% 280 15 187 74 113 63% 
HONOLULU, HI 396 132 264 7% 60 20 330 121 209 83% 
HOUSTON, TX 6.399 2,673 3,726 16% 3,931 2,384 3,181 1,513 1,668 50% 
HUNTINGTON BEACH. CA 179 75 104 6% 169 3 116 52 64 65% 
HUNTSVILLE, AL 366 148 218 15% 136 226 295 139 156 81% 
INDIANAPOLIS, IN 2.201 882 1,319 16% 1,205 980 1,933 826 1.107 88% 
IRVING, TX 400 145 255 13% 357 38 150 66 84 38% 
JACKSON, MS 720 315 405 21% 81 638 667 306 361 93% 
JACKSONVILLE, FL 1,761 711 1,050 16% 823 923 1,386 627 759 79% 
JERSEY CITY, NJ 593 278 315 14% 218 353 545 268 277 92% 
KANSAS CITY. KS 579 274 305 22% 296 271 513 252 261 89% 
KANSAS CITY, MO 1,171 507 664 16% 419 735 1,053 481 572 90% 
KNOXVILLE, TN 416 158 258 16% 262 153 304 130 174 73% 
LAS VEGAS, NV 1,256 493 763 14% 941 264 944 407 537 75% 
LEXINGTON-FAYETTE, KY 437 192 245 12% 274 163 332 166 166 76% 
LINCOLN, NE 225 78 147 8% 180 20 182 75 107 81% 
LITTLE ROCK, AR 482 209 273 16% 101 380 424 190 234 88% 
LONG BEACH, CA 1,339 565 774 13% 854 364 961 436 525 72% 
LOS ANGELES, CA 10,813 4,368 6,445 13% 9,013 1,662 8,431 3,616 4,815 78% 
LOUISVILLE, KY 1.223 535 688 20% 610 605 1,072 499 573 88% 
LUBBOCK, TX 591 240 351 18% 492 96 222 108 114 38% 
MADISON, Wl 202 68 134 7% 115 66 163 58 105 81% 
MEMPHIS, TN 2,523 1,107 1,416 21% 336 2,179 2,312 1,071 1,241 92% 
MESA, AZ 714 260 454 12% 660 23 543 227 316 76% 

(continued) 



TABLE 3. BIRTHS TO TEENAGE MOTHERS IN LARGE U.S. CITIES IN 1993 (continued) 

Of All BIRTHS TO UNMARRIED Of all 
BIRTHS TO TEENS Births In NUMBER OF BIRTHS TEEN MOTHERS Births to 

City, % to TO TEENS Mothers 
Mothers Under Age 20, 

Total 17 and Ages Under Total 17 and Ages Percent 
City UndscZQ Younger 18-19 AflftZO UOilla Black YfiUBflM 18-19 Nonmarital 

MIAMI, FL 2,408 1,069 1,339 14% 962 1,441 2,072 987 1,085 86% 
MILWAUKEE, Wl 2,500 1,085 1,415 21% 678 1,720 2,318 1,041 1,277 93% 
MINNEAPOLIS, MN 856 402 454 14% 255 421 786 388 398 92% 
MOBILE, AL 678 314 364 18% 171 501 584 291 293 86% 
MODESTO, CA 610 255 355 15% 537 21 407 186 221 67% 
MONTGOMERY, AL 593 263 330 18% 126 466 512 247 265 86% 
NASHVL.-DAVIDSON, TN 1,259 548 711 15% 583 666 1,086 511 575 86% 
NEWARK, NJ 1,002 446 556 19% 312 686 929 425 504 93% 
NEW ORLEANS, LA 2,126 961 1,185 23% 92 2,021 2,035 950 1,085 96% 
NEWPORT NEWS. VA 523 196 327 15% 220 295 377 176 201 72% 
NEW YORK, NY 13,833 5,813 8,020 11% 7,447 6,216 12,195 5,449 6,746 88% 
NORFOLK, VA 841 319 522 16% 279 552 632 293 339 75% 
OAKLAND, CA 1,087 478 609 15% 325 670 840 376 464 77% 
OKLAHOMA CITY, OK 1,293 540 753 18% 812 397 967 460 507 75% 
OMAHA, NE 673 264 409 13% 371 280 603 255 348 90% 
ORLANDO, FL 1,028 436 592 16% 507 509 848 405 443 82% 
OXNARD, CA 590 208 382 14% 548 29 300 120 180 51% 
PATERSON, NJ 576 278 298 17% 316 259 500 258 242 87% 
PHILADELPHIA, PA 4.737 2,210 2,527 18% 1,460 3,190 4,534 2,178 2.356 96% 
PHOENIX, AZ 3,353 1,336 2,017 16% 2.882 340 2,784 1,230 1,554 83% 
PITTSBURGH, PA 804 357 447 16% 213 583 764 348 416 95% 
PORTLAND, OR 875 363 512 13% 594 210 748 335 413 85% 
PROVIDENCE, Rl 554 246 308 18% 341 148 493 237 256 89% 
RALEIGH. NC 283 122 161 8% 69 213 250 115 135 86% 
RICHMOND, VA 619 294 325 18% 62 556 590 287 303 95% 
RIVERSIDE, CA 902 346 556 14% 781 79 663 286 377 74% 
ROCHESTER, NY 980 461 519 18% 372 599 921 452 469 94% 
SACRAMENTO, CA 1,888 815 1,073 15% 1.079 489 1,269 578 691 67% 
ST LOUIS, MO 1,760 853 907 23% 254 1,500 1,708 843 865 97% 
ST PAUL. MN 696 301 395 14% 328 168 569 268 301 82% 
ST PETERSBURG, FL 620 244 376 18% 242 366 532 228 304 86% 
SALT LAKE CPTY, UT 607 232 375 10% 550 17 384 180 204 63% 
SAN ANTONIO, TX 3,691 1,553 2,138 18% 3,366 296 1,412 663 749 38% 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 916 395 521 17% 684 203 755 349 406 82% 
SAN DIEGO, CA 2,327 938 1,389 11% 1,688 415 1,571 692 879 68% 
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 672 289 383 7% 332 247 495 225 270 74% 
SAN JOSE, CA 1,733 745 988 10% 1,445 107 1,300 611 689 75% 
SANTA ANA, CA 1.380 536 844 13% 1,331 10 861 385 476 62% 
SAVANNAH. GA 608 275 333 21% 131 476 527 257 270 87% 
SEATTLE. WA 516 209 307 7% 244 163 438 199 239 85% 
SHREVEPORT, LA 667 303 364 21% 145 520 578 290 288 87% 
SPOKANE, WA 483 164 319 13% 426 20 333 135 108 69% 
SPRINGFIELD, MA 587 261 326 22% 428 151 540 254 286 92% 
SPRINGFIELD, MO 303 111 192 15% 283 17 184 88 96 61% 
STOCKTON, CA 1,007 433 574 17% 587 171 708 323 385 70% 
SYRACUSE, NY 588 274 314 20% 242 332 545 269 276 93% 
TACOMA, WA 478 202 276 15% 324 94 401 193 208 84% 
TAMPA, FL 1,243 506 737 17% 560 674 1,039 461 578 84% 
TEMPE, AZ 206 84 122 11% 172 18 164 69 95 80% 
TOLEDO, OH 1,101 431 670 18% 621 471 1,002 416 586 91% 
TUCSON, AZ 1,347 503 844 15% 1,231 73 1,045 443 602 78% 
TULSA, OK 1,002 385 617 16% 563 343 762 326 436 76% 
VIRGINIA BEACH, VA 608 197 411 8% 400 192 393 164 229 65% 
WARREN, Ml 154 55 99 9% 148 2 82 34 48 53% 
WASHINGTON, DC 1,847 865 982 17% 66 1,734 1,775 851 924 96% 
WICHITA. KS 944 353 591 15% 669 233 728 315 413 77% 
WINSTON-SALEM, NC 407 190 217 16% 101 304 364 180 184 89% 
WORCESTER, MA 407 154 253 15% 341 52 368 144 224 90% 
YONKERS, NY 308 145 163 11% 206 95 254 125 129 82% 

Source/Notes: Unpublished data from the National Center for Health Statistics, Department of Health and Human Services; forthcoming in Vital 
Statistics of ttie United States, 1993, Vol. 1, Natality. The proportion of t>irths to unmarried women in Texas appears to be too low. 
Nonmarital births are inferred for California, Connecticut, Michigan, Nevada, New York, and Texets from infomnatnn on ttie tjirth certificate. 

Sponsored by: The Cfiarles Stewart Mott Foundeition, Rint, Michigan 

Compiled by: Kristin A. Moore, Pti.D. and Nancy 0. Snyder, M A. 
Ctiild Trends, Inc., 4301 Connecticut Ave., NW, Suite 100, Washington, DC 20008 Fax 202/362-5533 
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Although initial public reactioii ; 
was hostile to Weld's.plan, the gov- ,. 
enwr said it is "pbviouslx the way ti3 • 
go, and over time this will sink in." 
^ Not onfy would unmarried mothr.; 
ers under 18 be dropped from 
AFDG, but they would be reqtiired ; 
to live at liome arid attend school as 
aconditiorl of receiving fpod stamps, •; 
medical assislance and.̂ aid thrpugh : 
the Women, Iiifants and Children 
(WIC) nutiition program. • 
i The go'vernor, speaking before , 
the Americari Society of Newspaper v 
Editors bii Friday in Boston' and in'̂  
•an iliterviijw, said the "institiitiorial;• 

; nuttiiiess" of the welfare systerti ;̂ 
had "prpnioted illegitimacy orVJa masr t. 
siye-scalo .̂ by eiiciiuriagirig^youing 
people to| have, chilthren b^ 
.thern ,,$4J|6 a mbnth,, fbod -istanipiŝ ^ 
aiid their 'owncool pad-'V-T"' ''<••' •; 
. Rotighly 650 families Would be af-; 
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were i tuted today. Itwoiild go irir 
to effectlO months after enactinerit; Y 
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J;. I Weld is generally considered 
ag the most liberal of the Re-

publican state executives, who 
ji'teol a majority of thp natipri's gover­
norships. His stance oti unwed; 

f teenage mothers suggests that other 
rrstates also might take advantage of. 
titheir expected new authorify to drop 
vsuch recipients from the Aid to Fam-, 
'Vt&es with Dependent Children pro-
..rgrtm. 
• ' V Nearly every state has already 

' modified its AFDC program uiider ^ 
. special authority granted by the fed-

; :::e?ral Health and Humari Services De-. 
.. partment. Under ciirrent niles, HHS.- . 
' must waive federal guidelines before" 
. states can experiment with new ap̂  

• proaches.-. ' •" '. ,.':t,u ^ 
i X; So far, only Califoniia;' has: prch 

:::S; i:p6sed'ariythiiig remot̂ ^ 
> ;|'VWeld;s;plan,;bfficia^ ' i ' i ' ' ^^^-
J:l§jt.iVet tlie'pubUc'sidisdain for t̂ e.; 
•r:curreht'welfare system ŝ^̂  

{^wing so fast ttet some e3q)erts i 
1 wonder whether flppping unwed • 

1: i i teenagers off the AFDC rolls inlght 
j ' soon be as widely accepted as orice-
I controversial requiriements that wel: 
I fare recipients find jobs. • • . : 

- j - i /.The Senate-passed welfare bill • 
I .would allow the states tp cut off un-
I wed mothers, and the House-passed . 
• bill would require the cutoff. A con-' 
j ference coinihitteeicould begin try-
; i;ing to reconcile theitwo versions this 

! [it lit Massachusetts, Weld's propos-
I î al to eliminate Wejfare.paymeiits to-
;K;uniharried inpthefs iinder 18! and: 

•; |thejr children; spŝ ked fierce cnti-"! '̂  
v ydsthtfe^ IJefnomts cxM:'̂  
i; :,trol^e MasMcIiusettŝ ^̂  
;i5iJwell as froni Cafdinal:;BeiTiafd iilaW' 

ffi,.p.7,!'Np3mbtt!eiŷ  
'9 lfe\etf f̂orced; to"' 

*̂i j diotse betw^ 
( .Idead child," Law raid.; He said that. 
I by elihiinating even subsisteiice sup-
J . port and making abortion readily 
\ âvailable, Massachusetts was forcing 
; teeiagers to make a "cruel choice." 

• i Massachusetts i'Hoiise Speaker 
i Charles F. .Flaherty (D). called 
J - Weld's plan "outrageous" and prer " 
]^ dieted its defeat in the legislature. 

. ; Flaherty said Weld's proposal "has 
I inore to do with his politick plans" to 
• ' nm against Sen. John Fv Kerry (D). 

next year than with any conviction " 
i that it is good pdicy; : ' ' " 

. ', 7. Weld iiiti;oduced , the.jbill : 
; ,:Jberause of Boston'̂ ^ 
• 'rate; .which; he, sdd law: enfprceirient 

,:, jofficiialsXtr^ 
4":'<Ail|̂ ^ 
{j *,:,ter oiie s^ 

' -States?is..lK . nei^ixtr-
'hoods wbetie there" We;;no fathers," -

r̂ te;said.-̂ i;̂ --:H f̂:̂ |4^̂ ^ 
V -;v,:^y actively suppoftingl:children ? 

•} but of wedlock," Weld said, "govern- : 
i .meiit h?is a)inplete|y..elirnihated the s 
, shotgun weddingtas 'a socializing 

foirce—and that isil:po;bad;:becausê ' 
; it means that a teirible perceritagev 
! of American childreii are growing up 
; fatherless." \.:. -̂'••.•:.' 
; ' A year agp Weld opposed arre-

;j qiiirement in the House welfare,bill 
i; .'to force states to cut off cash aii ta ,-
j jteenagers,who bear,:childreh out'of,, 
'wedlock.. Weld,aclaiw^ has 
i-'dianged;Ws;im^ r*:!̂ ;:-̂ ?'"̂ .̂..;-̂ ^̂ '.' 
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HHS 
U.S. D E P A R T M E N T O F H E A L T H A N D H U M A N S E R V I C E S 

EMBARGOED FOR 4 P.M. EDT Contact: CDC (404) 639-3286 
Thursday, Sept. 21, 1995 

CDC RELEASES NATALITY AND TEEN PREGNANCY REPORTS 

Teen b i r t h s are down nationwide and teen pregnancy: declined i n 

a majority of states, according to two new studies from the Centers 

for Disease Control and Prevention released today. CDC also reports 

that the rate of unmarried childbearing among women of a l l ages may 

have s t a b i l i z e d , and the agency released new findings on maternal 

and i n f a n t health. 

Although the 1993 teen b i r t h rate i s s t i l l higher than 20 years 

ago, the b i r t h rate f o r those 15-19 declined 4 percent from 1991 to 

1993, according to the Advance Report of Final N a t a l i t y S t a t i s t i c s , 

1993. the annual report on b i r t h patterns i n America from CDC's 

National Center f o r Health S t a t i s t i c s . Teen pregnancy rates 

(including both b i r t h s and abortions) were down i n a majority of 

states as reported i n "State-Specific Pregnancy and B i r t h Rates 

Among Teenagers—United States, 1991-1992," i n the Sept. 2 2 

Morbidity and M o r t a l i t y Weekly Report, also being released today. 

"Although these findings are encouraging, we c l e a r l y s t i l l need 

to do more to reduce teen pregnancy," said HHS Secretary Donna E. 

Shalala. 

After increasing steadily between 1986 and 1991, the b i r t h rate 

for teenagers 15-17 years declined 2 percent from 1991 to 1992 and 

was unchanged i n 1993 at 37.8 bi r t h s per 1,000. The b i r t h rate f o r 

- More -
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older teens aged 18-19 was down 3 percent in 1993, to 92.1 per 

1,000. 

Pregnancy rates for teens declined in 30 of 41 reporting states 

and in the District of Columbia from 1991 to 1992. Decreases in 

teen pregnancy are reflected in a decline in both abortion and birth ^ 

rates, with greater declines noted in the abortion rates. There 

were a wide range in pregnancy rates by state, from 53.7 per 1,000 

women 15-19 in Wyoming to 106.,9 for Georgia. Rates increased 

significantly in only two states. 

In 1993, there were over a half-million births to teenagers 

over 200,000 to those not even 18. The teenage population i s growing 

and i f teen birth rates do not continue to decline, there w i l l be a 

rise in the number of teen births over the next few years. 

The 199 3 annual natality report also documents that the rate of 

nonmarital childbearing has been essentially unchanged for three 

consecutive years, at 45.3 births per 1,000 unmarried women aged 15-

44 in 1993- Prior to this period, there had been a 50-year r i s e m 

childbearing by unmarried women, and from 1980 to 1991 the rate 

increased 54 percent. Nonmarital births totaled just over 1.2 

million in 1993 and accounted for 31 percent of a l l births that 

year. 

The birth rate for unmarried teens leveled off between 1991 and 

1993, showing the same pattern as that for a l l unmarried women. The 

vast majority of teen births are nonmarital (72 percent) but teen 

unmarried births account for only 30 percent of a l l nonmarital 

births. 

- More -
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o v e r a l l , b i r t h s i n the United States declined i n 1993 f o r the 

t h i r d consecutive year, to j u s t over 4 m i l l i o n . The b i r t h rate per 

1,000 t o t a l population declined to 15.5, i t s lowest point i n 15 

years. B i r t h rates for women i n t h e i r twenties, the peak 

childbearing ages, declined i n 1993 by 2 percent. 

After r i s i n g steadily for almost two decades, b i r t h rates f o r 

women i n t h e i r t h i r t i e s appear to have st a b i l i z e d , recording j u s t 

modest increases for the past few years. S t i l l , there were more 

than 900,000 b i r t h s to women i n t h e i r early t h i r t i e s , and the number ' 

of b i r t h s to women aged 35-39, 357,000, was higher than i n any year 

since 1960. 

More than 100,000 babies were born i n multiple d e l i v e r i e s i n 

1993, the highest number ever reported. Live b i r t h s i n twin 

delivery increased 1 percent while the number of t r i p l e t and higher-

order p l u r a l b i r t h s rose 7 percent. 

The report documents maternal medical and l i f e s t y l e r i s k 

factors during pregnancy and t h e i r impact on the health of the 

i n f a n t : 

— Cigarette smoking during pregnancy declined to 15.8 
percent, down from 19.5 percent i n 1989, the f i r s t year that 
information on smoking was recorded on the b i r t h c e r t i f i c a t e . I 
Smoking during pregnancy declined i n a l l age groups; s t i l l almost a 
quarter of young white and American Indian women, aged 15-2 4, smoked 
during pregnancy. Smoking i s a key r i s k factor f o r low b i r t h weight 
and i n f a n t m o r t a l i t y . 

— The most frequently-reported medical r i s k factors continued 
to be anemia, diabetes, and pregnancy-related hypertension. 

— Prenatal care u t i l i z a t i o n improved i n 1993, following more 
than a decade of l i t t l e change, with 79 percent of mothers receiving 
care i n the f i r s t ' t r i m e s t e r . Fewer than 5 percent of mothers had 
late or no care, the lowest level since 1969. 

- More -
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percent in 1993. j 

Other measures of maternal and infant health were not so 
positive, the annual report shows. 

black infants. 

— LOW birthweight increased from 7.1 to 7.2 percent the 
.i,nast re:e?"r.portld "76 «°st °f t.e - s e occurred a.on,^ 

quarters of a l l infant deaths. 

Data in -"^oort of ''^"^1'^°^^lf7j:':l;:fi^;; 

srffcerâ„rr̂ jiSer?̂ ^̂ir-î î ^̂ ^̂ ^̂ ^̂^ 
^ p - r n l S = r a n r ^ ! i t f l ^ i e r ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 
1992 " i s based on birth certificate data as ̂ ^11 as abortions 

% n the Division of Reproductive Health, National Center for 
Chronic Disease ^reJe^^ion and'^Health Promotion. Both centers are 
par? o? the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, U.S. Public ^ 
Health Service, within HHS. 

### 

'-f^- ^r„tiS^^'^"S^St:^pei??irrrf,iaLrrna ^ f r i r t ^ l e s ' ^ ^ S ^ r ' 

at 301-436-7551. 
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CHILD TRENDS, INC. 
4301 Connecticut Avenue, N.W., Suite 100, Washington, DC 20008 

Phone { 202) 362-5580 
Fax (202) 362-5533 

73252.3431 ®compuserve.com 

i 

January 1996 

TO: Individuals and Organizations Concerned 
About Teenage Pregnancy and Childbearing 

FROM: Kristin A. Moore, Ph.D. 

SUBJECT: Release of Facts at a Glance, reporting 1993 data 
on teen fenilicy in the United States 

The teen birth rate is no longer increasing in the United States. Declines, while quite small, have 
occurred in nearly all states. Small declines occurred among both blacks and whites, though not 
among Hispanic teens. Nevertheless, at 60 births per 1,0(X) females aged 15-19 in 1993, the U.S. 
teen birth rate remains much higher than in other industrialized democracies. 

It is particularly important to reduce rates of teenage childbearing because the number of teens is 
increasing. The number of girls aged 14-17 will increase by 1.2 million between 1995 and 2005. 
Refleaing this faa, the number of births to school-age adolescents has begun to increase, even j 
though the teen birth rate has stopped increasing. 

Substantial policy attention has focused on teenage childbearing this past year. Relevant to the 
discussion are two reports prepared by Child Trends. Adolescent Sex, Contraception and 
Childbearing: A Review of Recent Research summarizes studies on the antecedents of adolescent 
sexual activity, contraceptive use and pregnancy resolution. Adolescent Pregnancy Prevention 
Programs: Interventions and Evaluations provides an overview of programs and of evaluations and 
discusses the need for new intervention efforts with stronger evaluations. Copies of these reports 
may be obtained from National Technical Information Services (NTIS) or direaly from Child 
Trends using the enclosed form. 

This faa sheet has not been copyrighted, and it may be reproduced and disseminated to any 
person or organization who would benefit from the information. References are available upon 
request. 

If this faa sheet has reached an inappropriate office or person, please forward it to the appropriate 
person. If you would like to add someone to our mailing list, or if you would like to have an 
address corrected or deleted, please write or fax us with the correaed information. We can also be 
reached by e-mail at 73252.3431@compuserve.com. i 

This informational effort is funded by the Charles Stewart Mott Foundation of Flint, Michigan. 
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rSFACTSFACTSFl 
AT A GLANCE 

Janaary 1996 
TEEN BIRTH RATE. Between 1986 and 1991. the teen birth rate rose by one-fourth. In 1992 and again in 1993. tiny declines 
occurred. Although the decline in the teen birth rate was small, It occurred in nearly ervery stale. It is too soon to know whether 
this sli^t decline represents the beginning of a sustained downturn. 

All Females 1960 

89 

Teen Birth RaU (Births per 1,000 Pemalet Aged 1S:19) 

1970 1980 1985 1986 1987 1988 1989 1990 

1.6 33.0 

la? '1' m m 111 ii m 
l t i 9 - 1M.7 82.1 79.6 79.6 . 78.5 

7.3 59.9 
5.4 37.5 
4.2 68.6 

1991 1992 1993 

m m 
U.i 94.5 

NUMBER OF BIRTHS TO TEENS. The number of births to teens also declined slightly In 1993. However, this decline WM 
concentrated among olda teens. The number of births to adolescents 17 and younger rose slightly, reflecting an inoeaje Jn the 
population of younger teens. 

Number of Births to Fcmalet Under Age 20 

196D m 1980 1985 t9K » 7 1988 1989 1990 en 1950 

Lhderl5 
1547 
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lWa-30 

7̂90 
1S2.4QB 
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11.7S2 
223̂590 
421.118 
6»̂ 460 

lai® 
196722 
353.939 
562JJ0 

10220 
167.789 
299^ 
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iai76 
16S1572 
2933B 
472^1 

14311 
17i»I 
2Sê 72I 
4 7 ^ 

10588 
17W24 
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48^1 

ii/tas 
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323̂459 
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S3X40 

12P14 
18aZ26 
331351 
Sl.»l 

12:220 
187>» 
317̂ 66 
517̂ 35 

1993 

. 190535 
310558 
5mW7 

NONMARITAL BIRTHS. In 1993, the percent of teen births that occuned outside of marriage continued to increase, rising to 72H. 

Percent of Birth, that 1960 1970 1980 1985 1986 1987 19M 1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 

Were Nonmarital: ' 

te Mothers Under Age 20 15 . 30 48 . 59 61 
to Mothen Aged 20-24 5 9 19 26 29 

64 
31 

66 
33 

67 
35 

68 
37 

69 
39 

FATHERS. Among teens 15-17 who have babies, half of fee Cither* of the babies are age 20 or older. 

71 72% 
41 42̂ 0 

100 

80 TRENDS IN THE TEEN 
BIRTH RATE AND THE 
NONMARITAL TEEN 
BIRTH RATE, 1950-1993. 
Despite the rise in the teen birth W 
rale that occurred in the late 
1980s, the ictn birth rate is 
nevertheless lower now than 
11 was in the 1950s and 1960g 

On the other hand, the 
nonmarital leen birth rate 
has risen steadily. 

40 

20 

Birth Rata (Uftha p*r 1,000 ftrrulM 15-19) 

Nonmartui Birth Rate (blrtha outaWe ot fnanrt«a« p«r 
1,000 unmanted fomaias 16-10) 
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In 1993. the teen birth rate dropped slightly among non-Htspanic whites and blacks, but stayed the same among Hlspwile leeiis. 
Th« birth rate for Hiiptnio teeiu and blaek teent It now quite tlTnilw. 

Birth Rata: Births Per 1.000 Fcmalas Agad 15-19, by Race/Etbnklty 
i«.»/P.thnielfv 
jpanla 

NoD-HlipiBlc Blacks 
Non-HUpanIc Wbltea 

1980 
82 

ICS 
41 

1986 
80 

104 
36 

1989 
91 

112 
40 

1990 
100 
116 
43 

1991 
107 
118 
43 

1992 
107 
116 
42 

1993 
107 
111 
40 

Note: 1980 data on Hispanic ethnieity are reportad for 22 sUtes, accounting for 90% of Hispanic births; 1986 data 
are for 23 states and DC; 1989 dau ai« for 47 sUtes and DC; 1990 daU are for 48 states and DC; 1991 and 
1992 data are for 49 states and DC; 1993 data are for all nates and DC. 

ABORTION AMONG U.S. TEENS. Lt 1991, tl>6 most recent year for which abortion data are available. U.S. 
teens had 858,000 pregnancies (not counting miscairiaget). of which 326,000 ended in abonion. and 532,000 ended 
in a liva birth. In the Ute 1980s and early ly90s, the number of abortions, the abortion rale, and the proportion of 
pregnancies ending in abortion all declined among teens. Compamble declines in abortion did not occur among 
older women. 

Age < 15 
Age lS-19 

Ag* 1 j^l9 

A|c< 15 
Age 15-19 

1973 

11,630 
231,900 

22.8 

47y. 
28V« 

1975 

15,260 
326,7ft0 

198A 1985 

Number of AbordoDs 

13,340 
444,780 

16,970 
399,200 

1990 

12,580 
330,970 

1991 

12,000 
314,000 

Abortion lUt* (Abortioai par 1,600 Um»\ei 15-19) 

31.2 42.8 43.S 40. J 

AbordoD Ratio (Pcrtsnt of birthi plus aborlloui, coding in abortion) 

35K 
36% 

«04( 
43̂ 4 

62 V, 
46% 

S7V. 
40% 

37.6 

TRENDS IN AGE OF FIRST SEX. Data from 
several surveys conflim a trend toward earlier sex. For 
example, data from the NatJonal Health and Social Life 
Survey indicate that the proportion of teens having aex 
by age 18 has risen (see chart). Tht gap between male 
and lemale teens has nanowod. Ajnone youth who 
Mmed IX between 1981 and 1992.58% Of females and 
6IV* of males had sex by age 18. 

Adolescents with well-educated parents m more IDcely 
to delay having sex. For example analyses of the 
National Health Inurvlcw Survey 1992 Supelcment 
indicate that a quarter of girls whose parent had not 
eomoleted high school had sex by age IS, compared to 
11% of girls with a coliege-edueated parent Bon l93)-42 Bom I94S-S2 Born ISSXJ Horn IV63-74 

INTERVENTIONS. Appropriate interventions to pravent adolescent childbearing will vary depending on the 
charanerlstlcs, needs and values of the conununliy ajid̂ or of the family. For example, advantegcd teens from effective 
families may require linie or no formal program intervention. Disadvantaged adolescents from muttiple-problem 
families may raqulre early and comprehensive intervention efforts. 

Intervention programs need to be based on research findings. Researchers consistenily find four broad f^rs that 
predict early sex, adolescent pregnancy, and nonmarital childbearing among tf>ens: 

• early school filllure. 
• early behavior problemi, 
• poverty, and 
» umiiy problems and Cain iiy dysfuDclioD. 

Addressing these factors with comprehensive proarams for disadvantaged children in th*ir preschool and elementary 
school yean rcprcAcntj a promising direction for mtervention efforts. 

- 3 -
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TABLE 1: BIRTHS TO MOTHERS UKDER AOE 20 IN 1893 

Hispanic Ethnicity-* Psrocnt Of All First 
NUMBER OP BIRTHS TO MOTHERS AOED: Births to Mothers Numbsr of Births of T M O Births In 

Total Under A M 20: to HIspvilc Births to Stat*, Percent 
UndBLlfi lft.17 18-18 UDdtL2Q Bluk FamilM Unttsr Unmarried to Teen 

A0t2O Hfilhua 
AUkBAMA 379 4,278 6.307 11,024 6,440 6,631 76 60% 31% 
ALASKA IS 416 767 1,106 652 08 64 60% 23% 
ARIZOHA 166 3,666 6.304 10,438 8,716 682 4700 76% 30%i 
ARKANSAS 181 2,366 4.098 6.667 4.266 2,346 60 63% 36% 
CALIFORNIA 1.679 26,382 42.291 70.222 68.110 8,138 42264 70% 24% 
COLORADO 129 3,431 3.803 6,463 6.622 616 2360 71% 23% 
CONNECTICUT 102 1.478 2.177 3.767 2,656 1.032 1246 88% 14% 
DELAWARE 4» 496 781 1.320 712 607 102 88% 23% 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 61 764 082 1,647 66 1,734 133 06% 31% 
FLORIDA 772 0,720 16,308 26.600 16,106 10.466 3730 77% 24% 
OEOROIA 683 e,S80 10.350 17.813 , 8,374 9.332 606 74% 26% 
HAWAII 27 633 1.327 1.067 336 61 393 77% 10% 
IDAHO 26 809 1.600 2,334 2,232 10 402 54% 29% 
lUINOIS 629 0,443 14.331 24.406 13,244 11.007 4737 83% 24% 
INDIANA 188 4.073 7,617 11,678 0,266 2.681 307 77% 27% 
IOWA 63 1,376 2,827 4,066 3,655 332 165 79% 22% 
KANSAS 77 1,61B 9,162 4,644 3,660 616 471 72% 26% 
KENTUCKY 222 3,222 6,470 6,914 7,674 1.310 65 68% 30% 
LOUISIANA 426 6,176 7,376 12.077 4,038 7.026 122 61% 3S% 
UAJNE 17 466 1,017 1,622 1.474 14 13 79% 19% 
MARYLAND 241 2,945 4.308 7,404 2.816 4.427 260 85% 19% 
MASSACHUSETTS 137 2,361 4,112 6,610 6.136 1.274 1806 89% 14% 
MICHIGAN 371 6,369 10.867 17,697 10.310 7,023 014 67% 24% 
MINNESOTA M 1,661 3,355 6,314 3.082 706 310 64% 17% 
MISSISSIPPI 376 3,611 6,167 9,144 3.114 6,061 16 78% • 39% 
MISSOURI 237 3,855 6,676 10.668 7,222 3.370 166 76% 27% 

MONTANA 16 499 903 1,417 1,073 9 36 75% 27% 

NEBRASKA 42 766 1.637 2.347 1,000 317 236 77% 21% 

NEVADA 63 1.062 1.640 2,066 2.371 469 776 71% 26% 
NEWhlAMPSHIRE e 302 744 1,052 1.028 17 26 82% uin 
NEW JERSEY 274 3.672 6,427 0,273 4.817 4,366 2638 68% 14% 
NEW MEXICO 05 1,958 2,016 4,068 4,106 163 3066 76% 36% 
NEW YORK 642 B.9&3 16.686 26,161 16,274 0.602 7623 66% 17% 
NORTH CAROLINA 437 6.743 9,370 16.660 6.032 7,083 399 74% 27% 

NORTH OAKOTA 9 242 660 631 637 6 21 77% 21% 

OHIO 470 7.739 13,434 21,643 15,018 6,620 604 61% 26% 

OKLAHOMA 145 2,772 6,035 7,962 6.664 1,276 454 82% 32% 

OREOON 63 1.643 3,240 6,176 4.707 249 741 73% • 25% • 
PENNSYLVANIA 393 6,303 10.206 16.001 11.196 8,647 1676 67% 20% 

RHODE ISLAND 23 672 665 1,460 1.122 245 310 89% • 20% 
SOUTH CAROLINA 267 3.279 6,169 8,705 : . 3.063 4.868 04 76% 29% 
SOUTH DAKOTA 10 406 779 1,105 782 12 18 77% 24% 
TENNESSEE 317 4,41» 7,673 12.300 7.796 4,466 08. , 66% • 29% 
TEXAS 1,324 10.812 30,813 61.740 41.43) 0.807 20066 36% 30% 
UTAH 45 1,400 2,601 3,996 S,7M 63 639 67% . 24% 
VERMONT 8 186 4S6 640 633 6 2 77% 17% 
VIRGINIA 278 3,621 6,463 10.363 6,878 4,364 438 74% • 20% 
WASHINGTON 163 2,997 6,466 8,646 7,338 696 1460 73% 22% 
WEST VIRGINIA 87 1,341 2,397 3,826 3,621 196 0 60% 31% 
WISCONSIN 175 2,463 4,677 7.235 4.700 2.004 471 63% 20% 
WYOMING 10 304 606 020 854 12 116 66% 30% 

U.S. TOTAL 12.664 190,635 310,656 613,647 347,672 149.670 113646 72% 24% 

*Hapar^ persons may tM of any race. 
SouroQ t̂otee; UrpubUshed and apeci«IVtBb(ialad doU from tha NalloruICerlw 

torthoomlnglnVftarSWisdosoftoOyiK^Saras. 1093, Vo/. T, AMafty TheproportbnofUrthstoijnrnarTled wonwlnTe»ap^^ 
to be too bw. Nonnvultal births are Menwi for Ca)lfoml«, Comeoliaut. Mldilgan. Nevadl New Yort(, and Texas from KutntaDoii on 
the blr»i osrtMcatB. 

-4-



FROM : CHILD TRENDS, INC. TEL: 202 362 5533 JAN. 22. 1996 10:30 RM P 6 

TABLE t: BIRTH RATES FOR TEENS 16-18 IN 1870,1880,1888. AND 10M.1993 
AND FOR TEENS 16-17 AND 18-18 IN 1993 AND OONORRHEA RATES FOR FEMALES AOED 18-19 IN 1W2 

Birth Ratae (Births per 1,000) 

liZfi l iU IIU USfl i n i 1M2 1191 

Percent of 
Birth Retee Teen Wrths 

(Births per 1,000) That are 2nd 
ADS 18-17 Aga 18-19 or Later Binhs 

Oonerrhea Rates 
(Caae* par 1.000 
Famaiaa 1M»1 

ALABAMA 
ALASKA 
ARIZONA 
ARKANSAS 
CALIFORNIA 
COLORADO 
CONNECTICUT 
DELAWARE 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
FLORIDA 
GEORGIA 
HAWAII 
IDAHO 
ILLINOIS 
INDIANA 
IOWA 
KANSAS 
KENTUCKY 
LOUISIANA 
KMNE 

MASSACHUSETTS 
MICHIGAN 
MINNESOTA 
MISSISSIPPI 
MISSOURI 
MONTANA 
NEBRASKA 
NEVADA 
NEWfWMPSHIRE 
NEW JERSEY 
NEW MEXICO 
NEW YORK 
NORfm CAROLINA 
NORTH OAKOTA 
OHIO 
OKLAHOMA 
OREOON 
PENNSYLVANIA 
RHODE ISLAND 
SOUTH CAROLINA 
SOUTH DAKOTA 
TENNESSEE 
TEXAS 
UTAH 
VERMONT 
VIRGINIA 
WASHINGTON 
VVE8T VIRGINIA 
WISCONSIN 
WrOMINO 

U.S. TOTAL 

80 
87 
77 
81 
66 
64 
43 
72 
110 
66 
08 
60 
68 
66 
73 
62 
81 
86 
66 
66 
66 
36 
66 
42 
102 
71 
66 
62 
00 
65 
46 
77 
4S 
66 
43 
63 
81 
66 
62 
46 
69 
60 
87 
64 
64 
63 
72 
68 
72 
44 
89 

66 

66 
64 
66 
76 
63 
60 
31 
61 
62 
60 
72 
61 
60 
66 
68 
43 
87 
72 
78 
47 
43 
26 
49 
35 
64 
68 
40 
46 
69 
34 
35 
72 
36 
66 
42 
63 
76 
61 
41 
33 
66 
63 
64 
74 
66 
40 
46 
47 
68 
40 
70 

63 

64 
66 
67 
73 
63 
46 
31 
61 
72 
68 
68 
48 
47 
61 
62 
35 
62 
63 
72 
42 
46 
29 
43 
31 
78 
64 
44 
40 
65 
32 
34 
73 
36 
67 
36 
60 
69 
43 
40 
36 
63 
46 
61 
72 
60 
36 
46 
48 
64 
39 
69 

61 

71 
86 
78 
80 
71 
66 
30 
68 
03 
69 
76 
61 
61 
63 
80 
41 
66 
68 
74 
43 
63 
38 
69 
36 
81 
63 
46 
42 
73 
&3 
41 
78 
44 
66 
36 
66 
67 
65 
46 
44 
71 
47 
72 
76 
40 
34 
63 
63 
67 
43 
66 

60 

74 
66 
60 
80 
74 
68 
40 
61 
116 
66 
78 
60 
64 
66 
61 
43 
65 
69 
76 
44 
64 
38 
69 
37 
88 
69 
47 
42 
75 
93 
41 
80 
46 
70 
36 
61 
72 
06 
47 
45 
73 
46 
76 
79 
46 
39 
63 
64 
68 
44 
64 

62 

73 
63 
81 
78 
74 
68 
39 
60 
117 
60 
76 
64 
62 
64 
69 
41 
66 
66 
76 
40 
61 
38 
67 
36 
64 
63 
46 
41 
71 
31 
39 

. 80 
45 
70 
37 
66 
70 
63 
46 
.46 
71 
46 
: 72 
• 76 
46 
36 
62 
61 
66 
42 
49 

61 

71 
67 
80 
74 
73 
65 
39 
60 
129 
65 
73 
69 
61 
63 
69 
41 
66 
64 
79 
37 
60 
36 
53 
35 
83 
60 
46 
41 
73 
31 
36 
61 
46 
67 
37 
67 
69 
61 
44 
60 
66 
44 
70 
76 
44 

35 
60 
60 
56 
41. 
60 

60 

i m am 
46 102 24% 18.0 

33 02 21% 6.7 

60 126 24% 5.2 
46 115 23% 107 
46 112 23% 6.0 

35 87 20% 8.0 
26 66 23% 7.6 
39 68 23% 12.8 

102 163 36% 36.9 
42 00 26% 0.6 
49 109 27% 20.6 
30 65 22% 2.4 
29 63 20% 0,8 
41 06 27% 12.1 
34 04 23% 8.4 
23 60 18% 4.3 
31 04 22% 10.1 
40 100 22% 8.6. 
63 111 26% 11.2 
20 63 18% 03 
34 76 23% 18.4 
24 56 21% 2.1 
33 64 24% 11.9 
20 66 20% 4.2 
68 121 27% 21.8 
37 05 24% 13.6 
27 76 16% 0.8 
23 67 20% 6.0 
45 117 22% 72 
16 65 17% 0.4 
26 66 22% 4.2 
64 124 22% 3.6 
30 69 22% '7.3 
43 101 23% 17.6 
16 67 14% 0.4 
36 88 23% 12.8 
40 . I l l . 23% 11.9 
30 64 20% 3.8 
28 68 24% 7.4 
34 ,73 23% 2.7, 
44 06 24% 8.8 
26 76 19% 1.6 
43 •110 24% •'.16.4 
61 118 24% • '.9.3 
26 74 18% 0.9 
17 63 18% 0.1 

31 77 21% 10.4 
29 . 82 19% 4.0 
33 86 1B% 2.0 
24 .67 25% 4.0 
27 66 16% ' 0.8. 

36 • 92 23% 9.4 

6oKrxftk3t»: The 1865-1093 ralae are oatauteiad by ChBd T>enda. Dwomlrgtore tiae »e isaaet wMea data torn the U.&. Bcsesm of tfie Cenaua,' 
Population EsdmatM Bfanoh. T>M rvMons stfM birm rates Iri sorrw state . 
putdlahed tiy the National Center lor Heeim Stalistes, DepaitmanI of Heaflh snd Hunwi Bentoea. The 1070 ra» rapraeents the 
everige for 1960-1071. Nunrtora of births tor 1083 ara ptmtdad by apeolal tabUatlor̂  
These data««« be ovallal^ In the lomvxsmlng VOILST« VWSWstles 0/the 
raprasara reparted oosee o4 gononhee from dMalon of AOohtoari and School HeeRh, Cens»i« for DtoMse Control and Ptvwitkyv 
PopUaDon denomlruvxs lor D C. ar«f less pcpUotod atatas are emal and therefore eome InatabUlty In rtem can ooour, 
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FROM : CHILD TRENDS, INC. TEL: 202 362 5533 JAN.22. 1996 10:31 RM P 7 

TABLE I. BIRTHS TO T8EMA0E MOTHBRS W LAROE U4. CITW IM 1M9 

BIRTHS TO TVCM 
Of AD 

BIrthafor 

Total 17 and 

AKRON. OH 674 200 414 
AL8UQUER0UE. NM 1,182 628 684 
AMARIUO.TX 646 230 916 
ANAHeKI,CA 669 811 668 
AN0HORAOE.AK 496 177 918 
ARUNOTON.IX 480 184 818 
ATLANTA OA 1.800 866 932 
AURORA CO 483 188 270 
AtJ«TIN.7X 1.911 870 741 
BAKERSFIELD. CA 1.267 698 724 
BALTBIORE.MD 2,648 1.907 1.948 
BATtM ROUOE. LA 822 106 466 
BIRMIHQHAM.AL OAft 4(« 81) 
BOSTON, MA 1.026 406 618 
BRIDOEPORT.OT 902 894 268 
BUFFALO. KY 1.008 481 864 
CHARLOTTE. NC 900 901 809 
CHATTANOOGA. TN 690 222 908 
CHESAPEAKE. VA 817 128 18» 
CHICAOO.IL 10.979 4,922 6.0S1 
CINCINNATI, OH 1,966 619 740 
CLEVELAND, OH 2.187 081 1^06 
COLORADO SPftlNOS, CO 892 246 446 
COLUMBUS. OA 82* 378 848 
COLUMBUS. OH 1,700 682 . 1.01T 
CORPUS CHRI8T1. TX sei 411 470 
DALLAS. TX 8,6«7 1.701 2.186 
DAYTON, OH 642 2«7 948 
DENVER, CO 1,424 810 814 
De8UOIHE8,lA 809 804 808 
OCTROrr.MI 4.846 1.020 2,819 
EL PASO. TX 2,426 077 1,4»9 
fUNT.UI 788 941 427 
FT. LAUDERQALE, FL 822 289 9SQ 
FORT WAYNE, IN 668 221 942 
FORTWORTH.TX 1.««8 eoi 87* 
FREMONT, CA 189 71 98 
FREaNO.CA 1,892 647 1046 
GARDEN DROVE, CA axi 127 204 
OARLANO.TX 490 1T8 282 
OA«Y,IN 621 779 942 
OL£NOAL£,CA 178 86 121 
ORANO RAPIDS, Ml 641 269 948 
OREEN8BO«0. NC 404 182 282 
HARTFORD. CT tt* 918 919 
HIALEAH, FL 296 109 188 
HONOLULU, HI 996 192 864 
HOUfiTON.TX e.8«0 2,879 9,7» 
HUNTINOTON BEACH, OA ITS 76 104 
HUfOBVlLLE.AL 966 148 218 
MDIANAPOUS, IN 1201 8K 1.319 
tRVlNO,TX • 400 148 265 
JACKSON, ttfi 720 916 408 
MCWONVILLE, FL 1,791 711 1,040 
JERSEY OTTY. NJ 899 271 316 
KANSAS Cmr. KS 679 274 906 
KANft̂ S Crrr. MO I . IT I 807 6** 
KKOJCVILIE.TX 418 168 2M 
LA£VEOAS,NV 1,366 409 78) 
LEXINOTON-FAYETTE. KY 437 192 246 
UNCOLN,NE 228 78 147 
LfTTLE ROCK. AR 4*2 20» 279 
LOHO BEACH, CA 1.939 . 868 n4 
L06ANOeL£8.CA 10.81) 4,968 6.448 
LOUISVILLB, KY 1,229 838 688 
UJ680CK.TX est 240 981 
MADISON.WI 202 98 1)4 
MEMPHIS, TN 2.829 1,107 1.416 
MEflA^A/ 7*4 280 464 

Under 
A0L2A 

NUMBER OF BIRTHS 
TOTCCNS 

BIRTHS TO UNMARRieO 
TEEN MOTHERS 

Total 
UndtrM 

ITSAd 
Yaunqtf 

OfsU 
Births to 
Mothsr* 

Und*rA«( 20. 
A S M Percent 
UiU (iooffladtai 

18% 298 978 606 245 941 90% 
16% 1,0)9 62 880 484 496 83% 

20% 487 71 109 102 91 98% 

12% 821 29 860 219 937 83% 
10% 298 70 997 148 189 68% 

0% 989 77 169 72 87 36% 

21% 145 1,947 1,892 836 888 84% 

11% 287 142 9)9 164 176 78% 

14% 900 906 481 288 222 97% 
17% 1.061 177 1.008 468 642 80% 
22% 989 2,248 2,419 1.206 1,314 91% 
18% 188 691 724 948 978 88% 
23% 102 687 884 438 448 91% 

12% 410 869 968 400 685 84% 

20% 908 187 448 219 230 89% 

17% 401 894 040 438 801 . 84% 

1)K 265 894 801 870 431 69% 

22% 197 992 463 206 258 87% 

11% 148 170 2(8 118 143 82% 
19% 8,822 7,278 0,808 4,604 8,141 89% 

21% 412 969 1,282 688 683 84% 

21% 682 1,487 2,060 864 1,08« 84% 

12% . 6S9 108 468 208 260 88% 
21% 210 410 808 26) 266 81K 
18% aea 818 1.48a 641 867 88% 

19% 818 64 200 148 142 ))% 
18% 2,177 1,888 1,88) 88) 880 81% 
19% . 210 410 668 278 310 SS% 
18% 1,084 283 1.088 648 660 77% 

14% 40) 91 498 187 261 88% 

22% 462 4.068 4.262 1.864 84% 

17% 2,948 89 986 434 531 ' 40% 

22% 246 619 459 238 221 60% 

16% 142 4aO 681 273 288 ,80% 
18% 924 29) 4»S 214 381 88% 
17% 986 862 872 906 296 " . 98K 

8% 1)7 18 108 66 52 :84% 

18% 1,2«l 24) 1.288 8»4 682 . .• 68% 

10% 388 7 168 74 121 89% 

1)% 929 88 172 88 87 . 40% 
27% 78 846 888 27$ 923 86% 

7% 164 2 198 47 01 78% 

18% 277 901 388 166 . 201 . 62% 
16% 119 291 988 14) 216 . 88% 

29% 976 257 605 286 908 93% 

11% 280 18 187 74 118 69% 
7% 60 20 930 121 308 83% 

18% 9,031 2.984 9,181 1.819 1.868 . . 80% 

8% 189 9 116 82 84 . .-. 86% 

18% 196 226 286 1)8 166 81% 

18% 1J08 - 008 1,83) 820 1,107 . 8«% 

13% 947 98 180 66 84 • 9̂8% 

21% ei «9a 667 906 961 ; 83% 

19% 92) 929 1.386 627 768 78% 

14% 218 989 648 2«8 . 277 

n$ 22% 208 271 81) 262 26t n$ 18% 419 736 1.08) 481 672 ., 80% 
18% »2 169 904 190 . 174 • 73% 
U% 941 264 »W 407 637 76% 

12% 274 169 9)2 180 168 78% 

8% 180 20 182 78 107 81% 
• 16% 101 980 424 180 294 u% 

19% 8)4 964 061 4W 836 72% 
19% 8,013 1,863 8,4»1 9,818 4.(16 78% 
20% 810 606 1,072 489 57S a«K 
18% 492 96 222 108 114 9S% 
7% 118 OS 18) 88 106 81% 

24% i v 2.178 2.312 1.071 1,241 82% 
12% 860 23 643 277 318 76% 

(oonttruail) 



FROM : CHILD TRENDS, INC. TEL: 202 362 5533 JAN. 22. 1996 10:31 RM P E 

TABLE 3. BIRTHS TO TEENAOG MOTHERS IN lAROE U.8. CltlEO IN 199) (oontlnu*>) 

Of All BTRTHS TO UNMARRIED 

cut 
MIAMI, FL 
MILWAUKEE. Wl 
MINNBAPOLIS.MN 
MOBILE, AL 
MODESTO, CA 
MONTGOMERY, AL 
KA8HVL43AV10S0N, TN 
NEWARK. NJ 
NEW ORLEANS. lA 
NEWPORT NEWS, VA 
NEW YORK. KV 
NORFOLK. VA 
OAKLAND. CA 
OKLAHOMA CtTY. OK 
0»4AH^NE 
ORLANDO, a 
OXHARD, CA 
PATEROON. NJ 
PHILADELPHIA, PA 
PHOENIX. AZ 

prrrsBUROH, PA 
PORTIAND, OR 
PROVIDENCE, Rl 
RALEIOH, NC 
RICHMOND, VA 
RfVERStDE. CA 
ROCHESTER, NY 
SACRAMENTO. CA 
ST LOUIS, MO 
ST PAUL MN 
ST PETER8BUR0, FV 
SALT LAKE Cmr, UT 
SAN ANTONIO, TX 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 
SAN DIEOO. CA 
SAN FRANCISCO. CA 
SAN JOSE, CA 
SANTA ANA. CA 
SAVANNAH, OA 
SEATTLE, WA 
SHREVEPORT, LA 
SPOKANE, WA 
6PRIN0FIELD. MA 
SPRINOFIELO. MO 
6T0CKTON.CA 
SYRACUSE, NT 
TACOUA,WA 
TAMPA. FL 
TEMPE, AZ 
TOLEDO, OH 
TUCSON, AZ 
TULSA. OK 
VIROINIA 8EACH, VA 
WARREN, Ml 
WASHINOTON. DC 
WCHrrA.K8 
WNSTON-SALEM, NC 
WORCESTER, MA 
YONKERS. NY 

BIRTHS TO TEENS Births In NUMBER OF BIRTHS TEEN MOTHERS 
Cliy^%8e TO T U N S 

Total 17 srrf Apes Under Total ITartd 

AOOA mat Bleak Yotinfltf 

2.406 1,069 1,939 14% 962 1,441 2,072 987 

2.800 1,088 1,418 21% 678 1,726 2,916 1,041 

986 402 464 14% 268 421 786 988 

878 914 864 19% 171 601 664 291 

610 288 968 16% 697 21 407 186 
603 263 990 18% 129 466 612 347 

1,280 648 711 16% 66) 666 1.066 611 

1,002 446 666 19% 912 666 929 428 
2,126 961 1,166 29% 92 2,021 2,098 960 

823 196 927 16% 220 289 977 176 
19.833 6,819 8,020 11% 7.447 6,216 12.186 6,449 

641 919 822 16% 270 882 692 283 
1.0(7 478 608 18% 926 670 040 978 
1,289 840 769 18% 812 887 087 480 

673 204 409 19% 971 260 60) 265 

1,028 496 692 18% 607 609 648 406 

680 206 862 14% 649 29 900 120 
676 276 288 17% 916 289 600 268 

4.737 2.210 2.827 • 18% 1,460 3,180 4,694 2.178 
3,383 1.936 2.017 16% 2,882 940 2.764 1.230 

804 967 447 16% 219 683 764 948 
878 969 612 19% 684 210 748 336 
884 248 908 18% 941 148 489 237 
289 122 181 8% 68 21) 260 118 
619 204 828 18% 62 668 880 2«7 

802 948 666 14% 781 78 86) 286 
880 461 618 18% 972 880 821 463 

1,888 816 1,079 16% 1.079 480 1.268 678 

1,700 689 807 29% 264 1,800 1.706 843 

886 901 988 14% 928 188 868 368 
620 244 978 18% 242 966 692 228 
607 232 978 • 10% 880 17 984 180 

9,881 1,669 2,138 18% 9.906 286 1,412 663 

916 996 621 17% 664 203 766 948 
2.327 838 1,988 11% 1,668 416 1,571 682 

872 268 983 7% 992 247 485 238 

1,799 746 088 10% 1,448 107 1,900 811 

1,980 696 644 19% 1.991 10 681 986 
608 278 999 21% 191 476 627 267 
818 209 907 7% 244 183 498 188 
667 909 964 21% 148 620 678 280 

483 164 918 18% 426 20 933 198 
687 281 926 ' 22% 428 181 640 284 

909 111 182 16% 263 17 184 68 
1.0O7 499 674 17% 867 171 708 923 

888 274 914 20% 242 932 648 269 

478 202 278 16% 924 84 401 183 
1,243 600 797 17% 660 874 1,098 461 

206 64 122 11% 172 18 164 69 
1,101 491 870 18% 821 471 1.002 418 
1,947 809 644 16% 1,231 79 1,046 443 

1.002 988 617 18% 663 94) 762 926 
606 187 411 6% 400 182 98) 164 
184 85 9« 0% 1U 2 62 94 

1,847 
844 

068 882 17% 08 1,754 vna 881 1,847 
844 989 881 18% 668 243 728 316 
407 180 217 18% 101 804 SM 180 
407 164 263 . 16% 941 62 908 144 
906 146 163 11% 206 06 264 128 

Of all 
BitlhatD 

Under AO* 20, 
Apaa Paroent 
1 1 ^ KoflBufial 

1,088 
1,277 

981 
299 
221 
266 
678 
604 

1,068 
201 

6,748 
998 
464 
607 
948 
44) 
160 
342 

2.986 
1,664 

418 ' 
419 
269 
138 . 
90) . 
9n 
488 
881 
668 
901 • 
904 
204 
749 

.406 
.878 
• 270 

688 
479 
170 
298 
288 
186 

' 296 
i.ie 
988 
278 
B8 
678 

. •••••;86.' 
688 

-602 
438 
228 

• : :v46 
634 

: 41) 
184 
n4 
129. 

96^ 
03% 
92% 
80% 
67% 
66% 
66% 
08% 
96% 
72% 
88% 
78% 
77% 
78% 

'90% 
82% 
tl% 
87% 
98% 
U% 

.83% 
88% 
B9% 
8S% 
98% 
74% 
'04% 
67% 

.07% 

. 82% 
88% 
63% 
6811 
62% 

V,68% 
•74% 
•78% 

:,-;..e2% 
67% 
66% 

.87% 

.>69% 
' 93% 

61% 
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TEEN PREGNANCY: STUDY SHOWS OLDER FATHERS IN CA 
A study conducted by Mike Males and Kenneth Chew t h a t 

appeared i n the 4/96 issue of the AMERICAN JOURNAL OF PUBLIC 
HEALTH, released 4/18, found t h a t a d u l t , post-high school men 
fa t h e r t w o - t h i r d s of the babies born t o school-age mothers. The 
post-school f a t h e r s average 4.2 years older than s e n i o r - h i g h 
mothers and 6.7 years older than j u n i o r - h i g h mothers. The study 
analyzed f a t h e r s ' ages i n 46,500 CA b i r t h s t o school-age mothers 
i n '93, f o r which 85% of the f a t h e r s ' ages were s t a t e d and whose 
d i s t r i b u t i o n i s s i m i l a r t o t h a t of less complete n a t ' l samples. 
The study also found t h a t the younger the mother, the wider the 
partn e r age gap. The median age of 18-year-old mothers was .3 
years younger than school-aged f a t h e r s and 4.2 years younger than 
a d u l t p a r t n e r s . For 10-14 year-olds, the gap widens t o 2.4 and 
6.7 years, r e s p e c t i v e l y . Adult f a t h e r s account f o r a 
" s u b s t a n t i a l m a j o r i t y " of school-aged b i r t h s i r r e s p e c t i v e of the 
mother's race. Adults were f a t h e r s i n 67.8% of b i r t h s t o 
Hispanic mothers; 62.9% t o non-Hispanic Whites; 58.8% t o Blacks; 
and 63.6% t o Asians/others. The study concludes t h a t "the 
extensive involvement of ad u l t males i n both school-age 
motherhood and i t s precursors represents a s i g n i f i c a n t l y , 
undiscussed f a c t o r deserving greater a t t e n t i o n " (4/96 i s s u e ) . 
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