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HEALTH INSURANCE COVERAGE FOR
MATERNITY CARE

William I, Barton, Dévision of Vital Statistics

INTRODUCTION

This report presents statistics on health in-
surance coverage for maternity care for mothers
of legitimate live births during 1964-1966 in the
United States.These statistics are based on data
collected in the 1964-66 National Natality Survey.
Information will be presented on three kinds of
health insurance coverage: insurance to help
pay (1) at least part of physician bills for office
visits or home calls during pregnancy, (2) at
least part of physician bills for delivery of
the baby, and (3) at least part of the bills for
hospitals care at the time of delivery. For
purposes of this report coverage is termed
"complete' if there was insurance to pay at
least part of the bills for all of these services.
Coverage is termed ''partial" if there was in-
surance to pay at least part of the bills for one
or two of these services but not all three, When
there was no health insurance coverage for any
of these services, the term "without coverage"
is used. The general term "with coverage' in-
cludes both complete and partial coverage,

Fifty-nine percent of the mothers had health
insurance coverage to pay at least part of
the bills for maternity care. Mothers of white
infants had a much higher rate of coverage (63
percent) than mothers of all other infants (38
percent), Directly related to the rate of coverage
for mothers was family income, Only 21 percent
of mothers in families with incomes of less than
$3,000 ware covered, but 82 percent withincomes
of $10,000 or more were covered, The highest

rates of coverage were for mothers who resided

in the Northeast Region (70 percent) and the
North Central Region (67 percent). The lowest
rate of coverage was in the South (49 percent).
The rate of coverage for mothers who resided
in metropolitan areas (63 percent) was higher
than the rate for those who resided outside
metropolitan areas (33 percent), There was a
higher rate of coverage for mothers if the
fathers were college graduates than if the fa-
thers had less education.

The statistics shown in this report do not
measure the extent to which health insurance paid
the bills for maternity care. In some cases
the insurance may have paid in full all bills
for service rendered, and in other cases it may
have paid only a portion of the total bill for a
service, In all cases the insurance had to have
been available to pay at least some of the bills
for the mother to have been classified as having
coverage. The statistics should accurately refiect
whether there was insurance coverage for ma-
ternity care since respondents to the 1964-66
National Natality Survey questionnaire had just
had a birth.

The data presented in this reportarenational
estimates which have been calculated by using a
poststratified ratio estimation procedure. This
procedure takes into account the total number of
births registered in the United States for 1964,
1965, and 1966 according to age of mother, color
or mother, and live-birth order of infant., These
figures are published annually by the National
Center for Health Statistics.’



SOURCES AND LIMITATIONS
OF THE DATA

The basic source document for the 1964-66
National Natality Survey was the certificate of
live birth, From each 1,000 records of births
occurring during 1964-1966 which were sent by
54 birth-registration areas in the United States
to the National Center for Health Statistics, one
birth certificate was chose at random. Thus
the sampling rate for the 1964-66 National
Natality Survey was 1 out of 1,000 registered
births, There were 11,331 births originally.
selected for the sample; however, since only
legitimate births were included in the survey,
the final number of births was 10,395,

Using the certificate of live birth to derive
the name of the mother and her home address,
a questionmaire was sent to each mother of a
legitimate birth, If legitimacy status was not
recorded on the birth certificate, it was inferred
on the basis of indirect evidence, For example,
if the surname of the father on the birth record
was different from the surname of the child or
if the name of the father was not reported, the
birth was inferred to be illegitimate, There
were procedures for followup mailings of the
questionnaire when there was no response to
the original mailing, The first followup was
made by certified mail 2 weeks after the orig-
inal mailing and the second followup by regular
mail 3 weeks later., When there was still no
response to the questionnaire, a final followup
was made by U,S. Bureau of the Census inter-
viewers if the mother was a resident of one of
the primary sampling units designated by the
Bureau of the Census, There was an overall
response rate of 89 percent of the 10,395 mothers
of legitimate births included in the survey,

In addition to nonresponse to the question-
naire, there were some questionnaires returned
which were incomplete or inconsistent on some
questions (item nonresponse), For these cases
either a special letter was sent or a telephone
call was made to the mother asking for the
missing information, There was also provision
to use Bureau of the Census interviewers if
either of the two previous actions was unsuc-
cessful or was not carried out and if the mother
resided in one of the primary sampling units

designated by the Bureau of the Census, In
general irem nonresponse rates were very low-—
less than 1 percent,

Since the data in this report are estimates
based on a sample, they are subject to sampling
error. The probability design of the sample for
this survey makes possible the calculation of
sampling errors, and tables of approximate
sampling errors for the estimates shown in this
report are given in appendix I.

In addition to sampling errors the results
of any data collection system are subject to
errors in the conceptual formulation and conse-
quent interpretation of the questionnaire, biases
due to nonresponse or incomplete response, and
errors in editing, coding, and tabulation. These
errors were minimized by the methods used in
processing and imputatidn.

A more complete description of the method-
ology of the 1964-66 National Natality Survey
appears in appendix I, Definitions of the' terms
used in this report are given in appendix II,
Facsimiles of the Standard Certificate of Live
Birth and of the questionnaire sent to mothers
are shown in appendix III,

Nature of the Population

In some ways families with legitimate live
birthe during 1964-1966 were similar to the
general population of the United States, In other
ways they were not, Some of the similarities
and differences are described below,

Table A shows that 87 percent of the annual
average of - 3,480,000 legitimate live births
during 1964-66 were white, Of the remaining
13 percent, 88 percent were Negro., In the
United States about 92 percent of the husband-
wife families were white,?

It was a relatively young population of
married women who were having live births
during 1964-1966, with about 75 percent of
the mothers under 30 years of age. Only 2
percent of the mothers were 40 years of age
and over, In comparison, of all women in the
United States who were under 45 and married
with husbands present, only 38 percent were
under 30 years of age Within each age cat-
egory there was about the same relative pro-



Table A. Characteristics of legitimate live births: United States, 1964-66
Nu?ger Percent L. Nuﬁﬁer Percent
Characteristic thou- distri- Characteristic thou- distri-
sands bution sands bution
All legitimate live Family income
births--memeceaa-- 3,480 100,0
Less than $3,000------- 691 19.8
$3,000-54,999-cccmcucean 779 22,4
Race $5,000-56,999--rwcmunan 889 25.6
$7,000-$9,999---cam-=ux 716 20.6
Whit@emecrecoccncmmeennnn 3,013 86.6 || $10,000 or more---=~--= 406 11.7
All other-e-eecccmecacan. 467 13,4 Region’ of mother's
All other----emmnmmn-n 467 100, 0 residence
Northeast==m=r=c=acan-n 817 23.5
Negroms-cwermacamccnannnux 413 88.4 || North Central-~-----5-- 991 28,5
Other than white or South-m-—mcccmmm e e 1,091 3L.4
Negro=emcmemamcceacnacnax 54 11.6 || Westmwemmmumcomncmeea- 581 16.7
Place of mother's
Age of mother residence
- Metropolitan areas----- 2,240 64.3
Under 20 years----------- 475 13.6 Nonmetropolitan areas-- 1,241 35.7
20-24 yearsem=-m=mmmceea- 1,257 36.1 Age of father
B30 yearer | 8k 22:% || under 20 years-n------- 130| 3.7
35-39 years----------ooo- 270 | 708 || 35709 Veareniiii| 1,013 2901
40 years and over-------- 80 2.3 mgo Yearsm---o-m-mmeo- ’ '
30-34 years---eceac=-=-- 684 19,7
35-39 years---=e-e-ca-- 409 11.7
Education of mother 40 years and over------ 292 8.4
Education of father
None or elementary None or elementary
school-wemcmmmmcarmaaaaa 424 12,2 schoolavmeccccucnunaax 569 16.3
1-3 years high school---- 869 25,0 || 1-3 years high school-- 734 21,1
High school graduate----- 1,522 43,7 || High school graduate--- 1,262 36.3
1-3 years college--=n---- 424 12,2 }| 1-3 years college------ 422 12,1
College graduate------=-- 242 6.9 || College graduate-=-~---- 493 14,2

portion of mothers of white infants and mothers

of other infants,

The fathers of the legitimate live births
were older than the mothers, Only about 60 per-
cent of the fathers were under 30 years of age,
while 8 percent were 40 and over, Of all men in
the United States who were under 45 and married
with wives present, however, only 32 percent

were under 30,

The highest percentage of births occurred
to mothers who resided in the South Region
(31 percent), but the South also accounted for
about 31 percent of the total resident population

in the United States.d‘

The lowest percentage

of births occurred to mothers who resided in the
West (17 percent), where a corresponding 17
percent of the total resident population of the
United States was located, Twenty-nine percent
of births were to mothers who resided in the
North Central Region and 24 percent to those in
the Northeast Region, In the United States 28 per-
cent of the total resident population resided inthe
North Central Region and 24 percentintheNorth-
east Region, About 28 percent of white infants
but 50 percent of all other infants were born to
mothers who resided in the South,



The percentage of births to mothers re-
siding in metropolitan areas (64 percent) was
the same as the percentage of husband-wife
families who lived in metropolitan areas.’

There were 64 percent of white infants born -

to mothers who resided in metropolitan areas
and 69 percent of all other infants born to
mothers who resided in metropolitan areas.
About 64 percent of white husband-wife families
resided in metropolitan areas and about 71
percent of other husband-wife families,

The median family income of all mothers
having legitimate live births during 1964-1966
was $5,609. By color, the median family income
of mothers of all other infants was $3,189,
which was only 57 percent of the median family
income of mothers of white infants ($5,915).
Data from the Current Population Survey, con-
ducted by the U.S. Bureau of the Census, show
that the median income of Negro husband-wife
families in 1964 was $4,425° and the median
income of white families was $6,858.7 Families
with legitimate live births during 1964-66 prob-
ably had lower family incomes because a high
proportion of them were young families in
which the father had not reached his peak earning
capacity. )

The median years of school completed by
mothers of legitimate live births during 1964-66
(12.3) was somewhat higher than the 11.7 median
years of school completed by all females in
the United States 14 years of age and over$
Mothers of white legitimate live births had on
the average about 1 year more of schooling

- (12.4) than mothers of all other legitimate live
births (11.4). Nonetheless, this difference in
the median level of education between mothers
of white and mothers of all other legitimate
live births was less than the difference between

the median level of education of white females’

14 years and over (12.0) and that of all other
females aged 14 and over (9.8) in the U.S,
population, a difference of over 2 years.

The median years of school completed by
fathers of legitimate live births during 1964-1966
was 12,3, which was higher than the 11.4 median
years of school completed by all males in the
United States 14 years of age and over?® but about
the same as the 12,1 median years of education
for husbands in 1965.% As white males 14 years

‘of age and over in the U,S, population had a
higher median level of education (11,7) than
all other males 14 and over (9.3),8 so fathers
of white legitimate live births during 1964-1966
had a higher median level of education (12.4)
than all other fathers (11.2),

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

The nature of health insurance coverage for
maternity care is such that in most cases it
is part of a family health insurance plan. In
instances where it is not, it is possible for it
to be attached to the plan as a rider, It is not
feasible in this report to go into great detail
about insurance plans which provide for mater-
nity care since there is a good deal of variation
in the plans and in the conditions under which
benefits are paid.

In interpreting the rates of insurance cover-
age for maternity care, the following should
be kept in mind.

Health insurance plans offered by some
companies may automatically provide benefits
for complete coverage at the time of maternity,
On the other hand, a health insurance policy-
holder may find at the time of pregnancy that
the plan provides only partial coverage (as
defined in this report) or that there is no
coverage at all., The completeness of health
insurance coverage for maternity care may
depend on whether one is aware of, desires,
or can afford a health insurance plan which
provides for complete coverage for maternity
care, Persons with little education may not be
as aware of the different types' of insurance
coverage as persons with more education,

Some individuals are in occupations where
the availability of group health insurance cover-
age does not exist and they may not be able to
afford an individual health insurance plan which
provides for maternity care, if they cay afford
health insurance at all, Those with more edu-
cation may be employed in professions or in-
dustries where group health insurance plans
may be more readily available, Also, persons
residing in metropolitan areas probably have
more opportunities to obtain group health in-
surance policies than do persons in other areas.



In most health insurance plans with pro—
visions for maternity care benefits the plan
stipulates that a waiting period is required for
the policy to be in effect before maternity
benefits can be paid. The percentages of mothers
with no coverage at all in this report may not
always reflect the lack of insurance which
provides maternity benefits but may reflect the
fact that the health insurance had not been in
effect long enough for the benefits to have been
paid, Data from the 1964-66 National Natality
Survey show that 22 percent of the legitimate
first births were to mother who had been
married less than 8 months.!? It is probable
that even if these mothers did have insurance
for maternity care, the majority of them would
not have beén eligible for payment of benefits
since the waiting period is longer than 8 months
for most companies.

EXTENT OF COVERAGE

The 1964-66 National Natality Survey covered
a period of 3 years. For each year there was
an independent survey. The procedures used
for each year of the survey were the same, so
it is possible to combine all 3 years of the
survey and publish data in the form of annual
averages as well as separate data for each
year of the survey. The use of annual averages
permits more detailed analysis because of the
larger sample., It is worthwhile to examine,
however, data for single years to determine what
changes, if any, were taking place during the
3-year period.

Table 1 presents the number and percent
distribution of mothers by insurance coverage
for maternity care according to year of birth,
color of infant, and family income. For each
year during 1964-1966 the rate of health in-
surance coverage for maternity care was ap-
proximately the same, The rate of complete
coverage was also about the same for each
yvear. There was little variation in the rate
of coverage for mothers of white infants during
1964-66; however, there was some variation in
the rate of coverage for mothers for all other
infants during these years. In 1965 the rate of
coverage for mothers of all other infants (33
percent) differed from that in 1964 (39 percent)
and in 1966 (41 percent).

When considering family income, there were
few significant differences in the rates of cover-
age for each income class among the 3 years
of the survey. The rates of complete coverage
for each of the income classes also showed few
significant yearly differences.
It was expected that there might be some
annual differences in the rates of insurance
coverage for maternity care, particularly when
mothers were classified according to color of
infant and family income, and some differences
among the years did occur. Nonetheless, for
the 3 years of the survey there was much more
stability shown than differences, even for mothers
of other than white infants,
All tables in this report except table 1
show data in the form of annual averages.
Among mothers of legitimate live births
during 1964-1966 there was an annual average
of 59 percent of mothers who had insurance
to pay the physician bills for office visits or
home calls during pregnancy, the physician bills
for delivery of the baby, or the bills for hos-
pital care at the time of delivery (table 2),

This rate of coverage can be indirectly com-
pared with rates of insurance coverage found in
previous surveys. Estimates from the Health In-
terview Survey, conducted by the National Center
for Health Statistics, were that in 1968, 78 per-
cent of women under 65 years of age had hospital
insurance and 76 percent had surgical insurance
coverage.!! Previous estimates from the same
survey were that 77 percent of all females had
hospital insurance and 75 percent had surgical
insurance coverage in 196712 Other Health In-
terview Survey estimates were that 66 per-
cent of the females who had been discharged

- from short-stay hospitals during July 1958-

June 1960 had a part of their hospital bills

paid by insurance.!® These data are not directly
comparable with data from the 1964-66 National
Natality Survey, because in this survey mothers
were defined as having coverage ounly when they
had insurance to pay for: doctor's bills for
office visits or home calls during their recent
pregnancy, hospital care at the time of delivery,
or the doctor's bill for delivery. Mothers with
hospital and surgical insurance policies which
did not provide maternity benefits would not
have had coverage for their recent delivery,



The rate of insurance coverage for mater-
nity care estimated from the 1964-66 National
Natality Survey was probably affected by several
factors, These include:

1. Manyinsurance companies have a stip-
ulated period of time during which health
insurance policies must have been in
effect before benefits for maternity care
can be forthcoming; some mothers with
insurance for maternity care may not
have had it long enough to have been
gligible for benefits and thus stated that
they did not have coverage in this survey,

2., Women between the ages of 15-24 have
lower rates of hospital insurance cover-
age than women at other ages!* (ap-
proximately 50 percent of the married
women having babies during 1964-1966
were under 25 years of age),

3. For some mothers health insurance
coverage for maternity care might not
have been included in regular hospital-
surgical insurance packages but involved
additional costs,

Race of Infant

Figure 1, taken from table 2, shows that
mothers of white infants had a much higher rate
of coverage (63 percent) than mothers of all
other infants (38 percent), There are a number of
possible reasons, all interrelated, for the lower
rate of coverage for mothers of all other infants;
they include lower incomes, lower levels of
education, the high percentage of births of
fifth or higher order, and the large proportion
of mothers residing in the South Region, where
there was a low rate of coverage regardless of
race,

Figure 1 also shows the rate of insurance
coverage for maternity care for mothers of
Negro infants and mothers of infants other than
white or Negro, This distribution shows the rate
of coverage for mothers of infants other than
white or Negro was higher (42 percent) than
that for mothers of Negro infants (37 percent)
but not as high as for mothers of white infants
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Figure 1. Percent distribution of mothers by in-

surance coverage for maternity care, according to
race of infant: United States, 196U-66 legitimate
live births,

(63 percent), For the most part, the difference
in the rate of coverage between mothers of
infants other than white or Negro and mothers
of Negro infants was accounted for by the higher
rate of complete coverage for mothers of infants
other than white or Negro, Twenty-seven percent
of these mothers had complete coverage as
compared with 20 percent of mothers of Negro
infants, Combining these two groups resulted
in an overall rate of complete coverage of 21
percent as compared with 36 percent of mothers
of white infants with complete coverage., The
rate of partial coverage for mothers of white
infants was higher (27 percent) than that for
mothers of all other infants (17 percent).

When only mothers with coverage are
considered, however, as in table B, there was
not a great deal of difference in the kind of
coverage present between mothers of white infants



Table B, Percent distribution of mothers
by kind of insurance coverage for ma-
ternity care, according to race of in-
fant: United States, 1964-66 legitimate
live births

Total Com- .
Race of with || plete Eazzlal
infant cover-|| cover - g er~
age age &
Total---{ 100,0 57.3 42,7
Whiteewwcmmacos 100.0 57.5 42.5
All other~e--- 100.0 55.4 44,6
Negrow=-==n- 100.0 54,2 45.8
Other than
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Negro------ 100.0 63.5 36.5
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Figure 2. Percent distributionof mothers by insurance
coverage for maternity care, according to family in=
come: United States, 1964-~66 legitimate live births

and mothers of all other infants. Table B does
show, though, that among mothers with coverage
the proportion of mothers with complete coverage
was higher for mothers of infants other than
white or Negro.

Family Income

Health insurance coverage for maternity
care was directly related to family income,
When family income was higher, there was a
higher rate of insurance coverage. Figure 2
shows that only 16 percent of mothers in
families with incomes of less than $1,000 had
coverage but 82 percent of mothers in families
with incomes -between $7,000-$9,999, The rate of
coverage for mothers in families with incomes of
$10,000 or more was about the same as for
mothers in families with incomes of $7,000-
$9,999. '

A lower rate of insurance coverage at low
levels of family income may be partially ex-
plained by live-birth order, Table C shows
that there was a greater percentage of babies
who were first births or fifth or higher order
births when family income was less than $3,000
than at any other income level. When the baby
was a first birth, it was likely that family
income would be low since fathers would be
relatively young. Also, data from the 1964-66
National Natality Survey show that 38 percent
of legitimate first births in families with incomes
of less than $3,000 were to mothers married
less than 8 months, These mothers, if they
had policies, would most likely not have been
eligible for maternity benefits since most in-
surance companies require a longer waiting
period than 8 months, When the baby was a
fifth or higher order birth, there may have
been less money available for insurance cover-
age.

Within all income categories but one the
rate of coverage for mothers of white infants
was higher than the rate of .coverage for
mothers of all other infants, In the income
category $1,000-$52,999, the rate of coverage
for mothers of white infants (25 percent) was
about the same as for mothers of all other
infants,



Table C.

Percent distribution of mothers by live-birth order, according to family in-

come: United States, 1964-66 legitimate live births
Live-birth order
Family income

. Fifth or

Total First Second Third Fourth higher
All incomes------ 100.0 29.0 25.1 17.8 11.5 16,6
Less than $3,000-~---~- 100.0 36.0 21.5 12.9 8.6 21.0
$3,000-$4,999 ~--m---o-~ 100.,0 29.6 26.3 18.1 11.0 14,9
$5,000-86,999 - -c--m == 100.0 25,7 28,2 19.7 11.9 14,5
$7,000-89,999 ~--=-=mm=- 100.0 25.7 25.0 19.8 13.6 16.0
$10,000 or more----=--- 100.0 29.0 22,1 17.8 13.1 17.9

Residence of Mother

Region,—As can be seen in table 3, there
was a higher rate of coverage for mothers who
resided in the Northeast Region (70 percent)
than for mothers who resided in any other
region of the country. Rates of coverage were
lowest in the West (50 percent) and South (49
percent)., In the North Central Region approx-
imately 67 percent of the mothers had coverage,
A previous survey also found that the Northeast
Region had the largest percentage of persons
with hospital and surgical insurance coverage
and was followed by the North Central Region,
the West, and the South.!> Lower rates of
coverage In the West may be partly explained
by the presence of a high percentage of Armed
Forces personnel whose families are covered
under the Dependent's Medical Care Program--a
plan which is excluded from health insurance
coverage as defined for the 1964-66 National
Natality Survey. Also, median family income
for mothers of legitimate live births during
1964-1966 was lower in the West ($5,838) than
in the Northeast ($6,092) or North Central Region
($6,099), Similarly, the lower rate of coverage
in the South may be partly explained by the
lower median family income ($4,491),

This ordering of regions by rates of cover-
age remained the same when considering mothers

of white infants. For mothers of all other infants,
however, the order changed. The highest rate
of coverage was in the North Central Region
(49 percent), where the highest median family
income was found ($4,407). The lowest rate of
coverage was in the South, where their median
family income was lowest ($2,311).

Overall, the rates of complete coverage
by region ranged from a high of 42 percent in
the Northeast Region to a low of 27 percent
in the South. In the Northeast Region 43 percent
of mothers of white infants and 28 percent of
mothers of all other infants had complete
coverage. In the South 31 percent of mothers of
white infants and 15 percent of mothers of all
other infants had complete coverage, These
rates of complete coverage by color represent
the highest and lowest rates for regions of the
United States.

Another way to look at complete coverage
is to consider mothers with complete coverage
as a proportion of only those mothers with in-
surance coverage for maternity care, Then dif-
ferences among regions regarding the presence
or absence of coverage do not affect the pro-
portion of mothers with a specified kind of
coverage, Table D shows the proportion of
mothers with complete coverage and the pro-
portion with partial coverage by region of res-
idence and color of infant,



Table D, Percent distribution of mothers

1964-66 legitimate live births

by kind of insurance coverage for maternity
care, according to region of mother's residence and color of infant:

United States,

Region of mother's residence T;;:é Complete Partial

and color of infant coverage coverage coverage
All regiong---==-=-c--rmm e e meae e 100,0 57.3 42,7
White--c-mcmme mmmme e e m————— 100.0 57.5 42,5
All other---ecemmmm e e — e 100.0 55.4 44,6
Northeast------c--mmeomem e e mmm e 100.0 59.5 40,5
White-mmmmmmm e dc e e e ee 100.0 59.1 40,9
All other--=--cc-mcmmcm e e e o 100,0 65.3 34,7
North Central---e--e-commo e e e 100.0 57.0 43,0
Whit@-meme e e e e e e e 100.0 57.1 42,9
All other--mme-cm e mm e e 100,0 54.8 45,2
South-m-cmm e - 100,0 55.4 44,6
Whitememmme e c e e 100.0 56.6 43.4
All other~-meemcccm e e e 100,0 48.3 51.7
WSt mmmmmm e e m e e e e e e 100.0 57.0 43,0
Whiteememm e et e e 100.0 56.4 43,6
All other-w=memmcc e cc e c e e e 100.0 62.8 37.2

As seen in table D, among mothers with
insurance coverage the proportion of mothers
with complete coverage was highest in the
Northeast Region (60 percent) and lowest in
the South (55 percent). Similarly the color group
with the largest proportion of mothers with
complete coverage were mothers of "all other™
infants in the Northeast Region (65 percent),
and the smallest proportion of mothers with
complete coverage were mothers of this same
group in the South (48 percent).

Table 4 shows that when mothers were
classified according to family income as well
as region of residence, those residing in the
Northeast or North Central Region had the
highest rates of coverage for maternity care
in all income categories except the one of less
than 31,000, For this category there was about
the same rate of coverage for mothers in the

West as for those in the Northeast and North
Central Regions. With the exceptionof this income
category the rate of coverage for mothers in
the West was lower than for mothers in each
of the other regions in the corresponding income
categories.

Place of wvesidence.~Table 5 shows that
mothers who resided in metropolitan areas had
a higher rate of insurance coverage for mater-
nity care (63 percent) than mothers who resided
in nonmetropolitan areas (53 percent). This
difference in the rate of coverage might be
expected for several reasons. First, families
having legitimate live births during 1964-66
living in metropolitan areas had a higher median
family income ($6,002) than families living in
nonmetropolitan areas ($4,864). Secondly, persons
living in metropolitan areas had higher levels
of educational attainment than persons living in



nonmetropolitan areas, Data from the Current
Population Survey show that in 1965 the median
number of years of school completed for persons
14 years of age and over in metropolitan areas
was 12,0, but in nonmetropolitan areas it was
10.7.1% Data from the National Natality Survey
show a higher rate of insurance coverage for
maternity care for persons with higher levels
of educational attainment, In addition, families
living in metropolitan areas were more likely
to have members employed in occupations where

group health insurance was available than .

families living in nonmetropolitan areas.

At each level of family income, mothers
who resided in metropolitan areas had higher
rates of coverage than mothers who resided in
nonmetropolitan areas.

For the most part when mothers of white
infants were compared with mothers of all
other infants, there were higher rates of cover-
age for mothers of white infants than for mothers

of all other infants regardless of family income
or place of residence.

Age of Father

Health insurance coverage for maternity
care was related to age of father at the time
of the child's birth, Figure 3, taken from table
6, shows that as fathers became older the rate
of coverage for mothers was higher, When
fathers were under 20 years of age, there was
a very low rate of coverage (20 percent), When
fathers were 20-24 years of age, however, 47
percent of mothers had coverage, and this rate
of coverage increased to about 70 percent when
fathers were 30-34 years of age. When fathers
were 40 years of age and over, the rate de-
creased slightly to where about 64 percent of
the mothers had coverage. Two possible reasons
for this decline in the rate of coverage for
fathers 40 years of age and over are (1) the
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median family income for fathers of this age
was less than the median family income for
fathers 35-39 years of age (figure 3), and (2)
wives of these husbands likely to be past the
peak childbearing ages when they have more
need for inmsurance coverage for maternity care
might not have had coverage for maternity care,

Figure 3 shows that fathers who were older
at the time of the child's birth had higher median
family incomes than fathers under age 30. Con-
sequently, it might be supposed that income was
a primary component variable behind rate of
coverage as it related to age of father. Table 6,
however, shows a trend toward a higher rate of
coverage when fathers were older even when
family incomes of younger and older fathers
were the same, For example, for the income
category $5,000-$6,999, 59 percent of mothers
had coverage when fathers were under 20 years
of age, 64 percent when fathers were 20-24, 74

percent when fathers were 25-29, and about 80
percent when fathers were above 30,

Education of Father

It has been seen that health insurance cover-
age for maternity care was related to family
income. Since, as shown in figure 4, median
family income was associated with education of
fathers, it would be expected that when fathers
had more education the rate of coverage for
mothers would be higher. Table 7 (and figure 4)
shows this to be true. Among families in which
the father had not gone beyond elementary school,
only about 40 percent of mothers had insurance
coverage for maternity care, In contrast, 65
percent of mothers were covered when fathers
were high school graduates and 76 percent were
covered when fathers were college graduates,
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As previously shown in this report, even
when family income was the same, the rate of
coverage for mothers of white infants was higher
than it was for mothers of all other infants, It
would therefore be expected that mothers of
white infants would have higher rates of cover-
age than mother of all other infants even when
education of fathers was the same, This second
expectation was also true, For example, 67
percent of mothers of white infants had coverage
when fathers were high school graduates but only
49 percent of the mothers of all other infants.
When fathers were college graduates, 76 percent
of mothers of white infants but only 64 percent
of mothers of all other infants were covered.

Table 8 shows that when mothers were
classified according to education of fathers and
level of family income it was not always true
that the rate of coverage for mothers was higher
when fathers had more education. For example,
when family income was $5,000-$6,999,75 percent
of mothers had coverage when fathers had not
gone beyond an elementary school education,
but only 69 percent had coverage when fathers
had 1-3 years of high school or were college
graduates, For most other income levels, how-
ever, a trend towards higher rates of coverage
with higher levels of education of fathers was
apparent,

Since it was generally true at each level
of education that when family income was high
the rate of coverage for mothers was high but
not as true at each level of income that the
rate of coverage was high when the father had
more education, it would appear that of the two
variables, education of father and family income,
the latter was amore consistent variable affecting
the rate of insurance coverage for maternity
care. Comnsequently, while education of father
was related to the rate of coverage, family income
coupled with education of father was a more dis-
criminating measure of coverage than education
of father alone.

Education of Mother

Table 9 shows the rate of insurance coverage
for maternity care according to the level of
education of rhother, Among mothers who had
not gone beyond elementary school, the rate
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of coverage was approximately 38 percent, For
mothers who were high school graduates, the
rate of coverage was about 67 percent, and for
mothers who were college graduates, 73 percent,
Thus it is noted that rates of coverage for
maternity care were higher for higher levels
of education whether the education was that of the
mother or the father,

At each level of mother's education there
were higher rates of coverage for mothers of
white infants than for mothers of other infants,
For example, among mothers who were high
school graduates the rate of coverage for mothers
of white infants was 70 percent as compared
with 45 percent for mothers of all other infants,

Table 10 shows that while overall there
were higher rates of coverage for mothers
with higher levels of education, this was not
consistent for all levels of family income, For
example, among mothers infamilies withincomes
of $5,000-$6,999, 70 percent of mothers who
had not gone beyond elementary school had
coverage but only 60 percent of mothers who
were college graduates. The income levels which
most clearly indicate a trend towards higher
rates of coverage for mothers with higher levels
of education are "less than $3,000" and "'$10,000
or rhore,"

Employment During Pregnancy

Among mothevs who had legitimate live bivths
during 1964-1966, 30 pevcent weve employed
at some time duving pregnancy., A slightly
lower pevcentage of mothers of white infants
(30 percent) were employed than of mothers
of all other infants (33 percent). The per-
centage of mothers who weve employed ai
some time during pregnancy was hz‘gﬁer when
Jomily income was highev, Duving 1964-66
there weve 24 percentof mothers in families
with incomes afless than 33,000 employed at
some time duving pvegnancy, 28 pevcent with
incomes of $3,000-$4,000, 30 pevcent with in-
comes of $5,000-36,999, 85 percent with in-

comes of $7,000-$9,999, and 37 pevcent with
incomes of $10,000 ov move, That the per-
centage of employed mothers incveased as
family income incveased is to be expected
since working mothers would have contrib-



uted fowavds higher family incomes. Data
Jrom the Cuwrvent Population Survey indicate
that as income in husband-wife families with
working wives increased, the proportion of
Jamily income that the wives conlributed also
incveased,!’ When family incomewas $3,000~
$4,999, the wife's eavrnings accounted for 14
pervcent of the jfamily income, 18 pevcent
when family income was $5,000-$6,999, 24
percent when family income was $7,000-
$9,999, and 29 percent when family income
was $10,000-$14,999,16

Table 11shows that 63 percent of the mothers
who were employed during pregnancy as com-
pared with 58 percent of the mothers who were
not employed during pregnancy had insurance
to pay for maternity care, For both mothers
of white infants and mothers of all other in-
fants, there was a higher rate of coverage
for mothers who were employed at some time
during pregnancy. Among mothers who were
employed during pregnancy, mothers of white
infants had a higher rate of coverage (66 per-
cent) than mothers of all other infants (42
percent), Among mothers who were not em-
ployed during pregnancy, there was also a
higher rate of coverage for mothers of white
infants (61 percent) than for mothers of all
other infants (36 percent).

Contributing to the higher rate of coverage
for employed mothers was the higher median
family Income in families where the mother
was employed during pregnancy ($6,078) com-
pared with families where the mother was not
employed during pregnancy ($5,410), It is also
possible that mothers who were employed during
pregnancy would have been included in a group
health insurance plan which provided benefits
for maternity care through their place of work.
The rate of coverage for employed mothers
might have been still higher were it not for the
fact that they had a higher percentage of first
births (51 percent) than did mothers not em-
ployed (20 percent), As this report shows, there
were lower rates of coverage when the infant
was a first birth,

Table 12 presents rates of insurance cover-
age for maternity care according to level of
family income as well as to employment during

pregnancy, Differences in coverage rates by
family income between mothers who were em-
ployed and mothers not employed during preg-
nancy were not consistent., When family income
was less than $5,000, rates of coverage were
higher for mothers who were employed than
for mothers not employed during pregnancy;
however, when family income was $5,000-$9,999,
mothers who were not employed during preg-
nancy had higher rates of coverage than mothers
who were employed during pregancy. When fam-
ily income was $10,000 or more, employed
mothers again had a higher rate of coverage.

The overall lower rate of coverage for
mothers not employed during pregnancy was
apparently the result of the larger proportion
of these mothers in families with low incomes
where there were correspondingly low rates
of coverage,

Live-Birth Order

Table 13 shows that the lowest rate of cover-
age occurred when infants were first births. The
next lowest rate of coverage was when infants
were fifth or higher order births.

Figure S5 shows that mothers of first births
may have the lowest rate of coverage because
median family income for mothers of first births
was lowest, Howaver, the rate of coverage for
mothers of first births can probably be attributed
also to the fact that 22 percent of these births
occurred within the first 8 months of marriage!
and ‘itis likely that most of the mothers would not
have been covered even if they had insurance for
maternity care because of the waiting periods.
The lower rate of coverage for mothersof fifth or
higher order births isprobably because of several
factors; among these are (1) the large proportion
of all fifth or higher order births occurring to
mothers of "all other'" infants, for whom it has
been shown there were generally lower rates of
coverage, (2) mothers of fifth or higher order
births during 1964-66 had less education then
other mfothers ¥and (3) mothers of fifth or higher
order births had a lower median family income
Zthan mothers of second, third, or fourth births,

Table 14 shows mothers by insurance cover-
age for maternity care according to family in-
come as well as live-birth order. For the most

13
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part, at each income level, mothers of first
births had the lowest rates of coverage. At each
income level, mothers of fifth or higher order
births generally had lower rates of coverage
than mothers of second, third, or fourth births
but not as low as mothers of first births.

Number of Previous Fetal Deaths

Among mothers with legitimate live bivihs
during 1964-66,77 pevcent had no previous
fetal deaths., Approximately 16 percent had
one previous fetal death and 7 pervcent two
ov move. A slightly higher pervcentage of
mothers of all other infants (27 pevcent)
had one ov more felal deaths than did
mothevs of white infants (22 pevcent).

Although it cannot directly be determined
from the 1964-66 National Natality Survey wheth-
er a mother's previous birth history was related

14

to insurance coverage for maternity care, table
15 (and figure 6) does show that there was a
significant difference in the rate of coverage
between mothers with no previous fetal deaths
(58 percent) and those with one previous fetal
death (65 percent), The rate of coverage for
mothers with two or more fetal deaths was
60 percent, only slightly higher than the rate
for mothers with no fetal deaths. For 'both
mothers of white infants and mothers of all
other infants the highest rate of coverage oc-
curred for those with one previous fetal death.

Table 16 shows that when mothers were
classified by level of family income as well as
by number of previous fetal death, mothers
with one previous fetal death showed a higher
rate of coverage than did mothers with no fetal
deaths at each level of family income, Mothers
with two or more fetal deaths generally had
lower rates of coverage than did mothers with
one earlier fetal death, but these rates of cover-
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age were still generally higher than the rates
of coverage for mothers with no fetal deaths.

Number of Previous Infant Deaths

Table 17 (and figure 6) shows that about
60 percent of mothers with no previous infant
deaths (children dying under 1 year) had in-
surance coverage for maternity care as compared
with 54 percent with at least one previous infant
death. One reason for the lower rate of coverage
for mothers with at least one previous infant
death was that about one-fourth of these mothers
were mothers of "all other™ infants, who had a
low rate of coverage. Mothers of white infants
with at least one previous infant death had about
the same rate of coverage as mothers of white
infants with no previous infant deaths.

Table 18 shows that when mothers were
classified by level of family income as well

as by whether they had previous infant deaths,
mothers with no previous infant deaths had a
higher rate of coverage only when family in-
come was less than $5,000. Otherwise these
mothers had about the same or lower rates of
coverage than did mothers with at least one
previous infant death.

Contributing to the overall lower rate of
coverage when mothers had at least one previous
infant death was probably that about one-half
of these mothers were in families with low in-
comes and corresponding low rates of coverage,

Birth Weight of Infant

Table 19 (and figure 6) shows that there
were higher rates of coverage for mothers

whose babies weighed more at birth than for
mother whose babies weighed less. There were
54 percent of the mothers with coverage when
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babies weighed 2,500 grams or less but 64
percent with coverage when babies weighed
4,001 grams or more,

Among mothers of white infants there were
higher rates of coverage when babies weighed
mote at birth, but among mothers of other in-
fants there was no clear-cut indication of a
trend towards higher rates of coverage when
babies weighed more at birth, For instance,
only about 29 percent of these mothers had
coverage when babies weighed 4,001 grams or
more, but 37 percent of them had coverage
when babies weighed 2,500 grams or less, For
each category of birth weight there was a higher
rate of coverage for mothers of white infants
than for mothers of all other infants.

Table E shows that mothers without cover-
age had a higher proportion of low-birth-weight
babies than did mothers with coverage. Data
from the 1963 National Natality Survey show that
mothers who first received medical care late
in pregnancy19 and who made fewer visits to
a physician or medical facility during the 12-month
period before birth20 also had a higher pro-
portion of low-birth-weight babies than did

mothers who first received medical care early

in pregnancy and who made more visits to a

physician or medical facility during the 12-month
period. Unfortunately no data are available from
surveys which relate coverage for maternity
care with time of first visit for medical care
or with number of visits toaphysicianor medical
facility during the 12-month period before birth;
however, since coverage for maternity care and
amount and timing of medical care appear to be
related independently to the proportion of low-
birth-weight babies, it can be proposed that the
amount and timing of medical care are related
to coverage for maternity care.

Figure 6 shows that when birth weight of
child was higher, median family income also
was higher, Data from the 1963 National Natality
Survey support this' finding.2! However, higher
median family incomes for families having babies
weighing more at birth do not explain fully the
differences in the rates of coverage between
mothers whose babies weighed more at birth
and mothers whose babies weighed less. Table
20 shows that, on,the average, mothers whose
babies weighed more at birth had higher rates
of coverage than mothers whose babies weighed
less at birth even when level of family income
was the same,

Table E. Percent distribution of mothers by weight of imfant at birth, according to
insurance coverage for maternity care: United States, 1964-66 legitimate live births
With coverage
. . All Without
Birth weight
mothers Total Complete | Partial coverage
° coverage | coverage

A1l birth weights----=--n-=v-w- 100.0 || 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

2,500 grams or les§---------mm-ncena- 7.8 7.1 6.8 7.5 8.8
2,501-3,000 grams ---=---=--==-m-cmcm- 18.4 17.8 18.2 17.2 19.4
3,001-3,500 grams -~~=~=--=-am—mee—nn-o 39.0 38.7 38.4 39.0 39.6
3,501-4,000 grams ---=--==c-memmcoamn= 26,2 27.3 27.7 26,7 24,6
4,001 grams Or MOYE@----=m=-crm=-n--mo- 8.6 9.2 9.0 9.5 7.7
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Table 1.

year of birth, color of infant, and family income:

Number and percent distribution of mothers by insurance coverage for maternity care,

according to

United States, 1964-66 legitimate live births

All mothers

Percent with coverage

Partial coverage
Year of birth, Percent
color of infant, Number Complete . without
and family income thotgands Percent || Total coverage Egzs'gl:?u]i. Hospital | Hospital coverage
Total hvsician | €% and care
pvgsits delivery alone

1964-1966
Total=w~n---- 10,446 100.0 59.4 34.0| 25.4 1.8 16.5 7.1 40.6
Less than $1,000-- 796 100.0 15.8 6.9 8.9 1.1 5.8 2.1 84,2
$1,000-52,999----- 1,275 100.0 24,6 12,31 12.4 1.7 6.9 3.8 75.4
$3,000-54,999----~ 2,341 100.0 44,8 22,71 22,1 2.0 13.2 7.0 55,2
$5,000-$6,999~ -~~~ 2,669 100.0 73.1 42.4 ¢ 30,7 2.0 20.3 8.4 26.9
$7,000-$9,999-~--- 2,147 100.0 82,5 50,1} 32.4 1.5 22.4 8.5 17.5
10 000 or more--- 1,217 100.0 81.6 49,5 32.1 2,2 21.0 8.9 18.4
White-==w--= 9,047 100.0 62.7 36.0 ] 26.7 1.8 17.5 7.4 37.3
Less than $1,000-- 471 100.0 18.6 8.3 10.3 1.1 7.1 2,1 81.4
$1,000-82,999----- 931 100.0 24,5 12,6 11.9 1.6 6.9 3.4 75.5
$3,000~$4,999----~ 2,012 100.0 45,4 22,4 | 23.0 2,0 13.9 7.0 54.6
$5,000-56,999----- 2,432 100.0 73.7 43,3 30.4 1.8 20,1 8.5 26.3
$7,000-59,999-~--- 2,037 100.0 83.1 50.3 | 32.8 1.4 22,7 8.7 16.9
$10,000 or more--- 1,163 100.0 82.4 49.4 | 33.0 2.3 21,5 9.2 17.6
All other--- 1,399 100.0 37.9 20,91 17.0 1.9 10.1 5.0 62.1
Less than $1,000-- 325 100.0 11,7 4,8 6.9 1.0 3.9 1.9 88.3
$1,000- 22 999 ----- 345 100.0 25.1 11.5| 13.6 1.8 6.7 5.1 74.9
$3,000-94,999-~--- 329 100.0 41,2 24,1 17.1 1.5 9.0 6.6 58.8
$5,000-$6,999~=~~~ 237 100.0 67.0 33.5| 33.4 4.2 21.8 7.4 33.0
$7,000-89,999-~~~-- 109 100.0 70.3 46,7 | 23.6 1.7 16.6 5.3 29,7
$10 000 or more--- 54 100.0 65.1 51.8 13.3 - 10.8 2,6 34.9

1966

Total---=w~- 3,303 100.0 60.7 35.1 | 25.6 1.4 16.6 7.6 39,3
Less than $1,000-- 242 100.0 16, 8.0 8.9 0.4 6.3 2,2 83.1
$1,000-$2,999-~==~ 319 100.0 21.5 1i.4{ 1l0.0 1.6 4.8 3.6 78.5
$3,000-$4,999----- 651 100.0 41,3 21.5( 19.8 1.3 12.5 6.1 58.7
$5,000-56,999~ =~~~ 841 100.0 70.3 40.8 | 29.5 1.7 18.3 9.5 29.7
$7,000-89,999----- 768 100.0 83.3 50,1 33.2 1.2 22,7 9.4 16,7
$10,000 or more-=-- 481 100.0 82.1 48,71 33.4 1.7 22.8 8.9 17.9
White=------- 2,859 100.0 63.8 36.6} 27.1 1.6 17.7 7.9 36.2
Less than $1,000-~ 143 100.0 17.6 8.4 9.2 0.7 6.3 2,2 82.4
$1,000-$2,999 241 100.0 21.6 11.6 10.0 2.1 5,7 3.2 78.4
$3,000-84,999-~-~~ 542 100.0 42,6 21.7 | 20.8 1.5 13.4 5.9 57.4
$5,000~56,999-~--- 757 100.0 70.4 40.7 | 29.7 1.8 18.1 9.7 29.6
$7,000-$9,999----~ 720 100.0 84,1 50.5| 33.6 1.1 23,1 9.3 15.9
$10,000 or more--- 456 100.0 82.8 47.9 | 35.0 1.8 24,0 9.1 17.2
All other--- Lk 100.0 40,8 25.0| 15.9 0.2 9.7 6.0 59,2
Less than $1,000-- 99 100.0 15.9 7.4 8.5 - 6.2 2.3 84,1
$1,000-82,999-====~ 78 100.0 21.0 10.9{ 10.1 - 5.3 4.8 79.0
$3,000-84,999-~wuu 109 100.0 35.3 20.3 | 14.9 - 8.0 7.0 64.7
$5,000-$6,999-=-= 84 100.0 69.5 41.9| 27.6 - 19.5 8.1 30.5
$7,000-$9,999----- 48 100.0 71.4 44,51 26.9 1.7 15,7 9.5 28.6
$1.0 000 or more--- 25 100.0 69,2 63.7 5.5 - - 5.5 30.8



Table 1. Number and percent distribution of mothers by insurance coverage for maternity care, according to
year of birth, color of infant, and family income: United States, 1964-66 legitimate live births-—Con,

All mothers Percent with coverage
Percent
Year of birth, . without
color of infant, Partial coverage coverage
and family income | Number
; 7 Complete
in Percent Total .
thousands coverage Hosplzaé Hospital | Hospital
Total ;ﬁ;gié?an care and care
visits delivery alone
1965
Total------- 3,400 100.0 58.4 32.9 25,5 1.3 17.1 7.1 41.6
Less than $1,000-- 264 100.0 12.0 6.6 5.4 0.8 3.5 1.1 88.0
$1,000-82,999 —~--- 417 100.0 22.6 12.5) 10.1 0.5 6.7 2.9 77.4
$3,000-34,999-~~~- 758 100.1 43.6 19.7 23.9 1.4 14.0 8.6 56.4
$5,000-$6,999--~-- 891 100.0 74,1 42.1 32.0 1.8 22.0 8.2 25.9
$7,000-59,999----- 691 100.0 8L.7 49.6 32.2 1.2 23,7 7,2 18.3
$10,000 or more--- 378 100.0 80,0 47.9 32.1 1.6 20.3 10.2 20.0
White-=--==-=~ 2,949 100.0 62,2 35.2 27.0 1.3 18.3 7.4 37.8
Less than $1,000-- 159 100.0 15.4 7.0 8.5 1.3 5.3 1.9 84,6
$1,000~$2,999----~ 300 100.0 23.1 14,2 9.0 - 7.6 l.4 76.9
$3,000-84,999----- 645 100.0 44 4 19.7| 24,7 1.6 14,5 8.5 55.6
$5,000-56,999----- 814 100.0 75.3 43,11 32.2 1.5 22.4 8.3 24,7
$7,000-89,999----~ 663 100.0 82.0 49.6 32,4 1.3 23.8 7.4 18.0
$10,000 or more--- 367 100.0 80.8 48,6 32.2 1.6 20.1 10.5 19.2
All other--- 451 100.0 33.4 17.4 16.0 1.3 9.1 5.6 66.6
Less than $1,000-- 105 100.0 6.8 5.9 0.9 - 0.9 - 93.2
$1,000-52,999----- 117 100.0 21,2 8.2 13.0 1.8 4.5 6.7 78.8
$3,000-84,999----~ 113 100.90 39.3 19.7 19.6 - 10.7 8.9 60.7
$5,000-86,999-- 77 100.0 61.5 31.1| 30.4 5.2 17.3 7.9 38,5
$7,000-$9,999-~--- 29 100.0 75.1 48,0 27.1 - 23.2 3.9 24.9
$10,000 or more--- 11 100.0 % % g * * w* *
1964
Total--~---- 3,743 100.0 59.1 34.1| 25.0 2.6 15.8 6.7 40,9
Less than $1,000-- 291 100.0 18.3 6.3 12,0 1.8 7.4 2,8 81.7
$1,000-$2,999----- 539 100.0 28,1 12.6 15.5 2.6 8.2 4.7 71.9
$3,000-84,999----- 932 100.0 48,2 25.9 22.3 3.0 13.1 6.2 51.8
$5,000-56,999~---- 937 100.0 74.6 44,1 30.4 2.5 20.5 7.5 25.4
$7,000-$9,999----~ 687 100.,0 82.3 50.6 31.6 2.0 20.6 9.0 17.7
$10,000 or more--- 358 100.0 82.6 52,2 30.4 3.4 19.5 7.6 17.4
White------- 3,239 100.0 62,2 36.2 26.0 2.4 16.5 7.1 37.8
Less than $1,000-- 169 100.0 22.5 9.5 12.9 1.1 9.4 2.4 77.5
$1,000-$2,999-~--- 390 100.0 27.3 12.0 15.3 2.5 7.8 5.0 72,7
$3,000~54,999--~-- 825 100.0 48,1 25,01 23.0 2.7 13.7 6.5 51.9
$5,000-56,999~ - 860 100.0 75.0 45,7 29.3 2,0 19.8 7.6 25.0
$7,000-89,999----~ 655 100.0 83,1 50.7 32.4 2.0 21.0 9.4 16.9
$10,000 or more--- 340 100.0 83.5 52.3 31.1 3.6 19.6 8.0 16.5
All other--- 504 100.0 39.4 20.6 18.9 3.9 11,3 3.7 60.6
Less than $1,000-- 122 100.0 12,5 1.8 10.7 2.8 4.7 3.3 87.5
$1,000-$2,999----- L49 100.0 30.2 14,4 15.8 2.8 9.2 3,9 69.8
$3,000-84,999----- 107 100.0 49,4 32.8 16.6 4.7 8.1 3.8 50.6
$5,000-56,999-~--- 77 100.0 69.7 26.8| 42.9 8.0 28.8 6.1 30.3
$7,000-$9,999----- 32 100.0 64,3 48.8 15.5 3.4 12,1 - 35.7
$10,000 or wore--- 18 100.0 * * % * * * *
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Table 2.

Number and per
race of in

cent distribution of mothers by insurance coverage for maternity care, according to
fant and family income: United States, 1964-66 legitimate live births

All mothers

Percent with coverage

Race of infant Partial coverage Percent
and without

. . Number
family income . Complete . coverage

thotgands Percent|  Total coverage Egiglgﬁ}i Hospital | Hospital
Total hveician | €3r¢ and care
Pv:’%sits delivery| alone
Totale=mmo-- 3,480 | 100.0 59.4 34.0| 25.4 1.8 16.5 7.1 40.6
Less than $1,000-- 265 100.0 15.5 6.8 8.8 1.0 5.7 2.0 84.5
$1,000-$2,999----- 426 ( 100.0 24,7 12,4 12.4 1.6 6.8 3.9 75.3
$3,000-84,999----~ 779 | 100.0 44,8 22,6 22,2 2.0 13.2 7.0 55.2
$5,000-86,999 ~—-~- 889 100.0 73.1 42,5 30.6 2,0 20.2 8.4 26.9
$7,000-$9,999~---- 716 | 100,0 82.4 50,1 32.4 1.4 22.4 8.5 17.6
$10,000 or more--- 406 100.0 81.7 49,5 32.1 2.1 21,1 8.8 18.3
White--=--~- 3,013 100.0 62.7 36.0y 26.7 1.8 17.5 7.4 37.3
Less than $1,000-- 157 100.0 18.5 8.3 10.2 1.0 7.0 2.1 81,5
$1,000-$2,999-~--- 311 100.0 24,5 12.6| 11.9 1.6 6.9 3.4 75.5
$3,000-$4,999 -~~~ 669 | 100.0 45.4 22,47 23.0 2,0 13.9 7.0 54.6
$5,000-%$6,999--~~~ 809 | 100,0 73.7 43,3 30.4 1.8 20.1 8.5 26.3
$7,000-%$9,999~---- 680 | 100.0 83.1 50.2 32.9 1.4 22,7 8.7 16.9
$10,000 or more--- 388 | 100.0 82.5 49.5 33.0 2,2 21.6 9.1 17.5
All other--- 467 100.0 37.9 21.0} 16.9 1.9 10.0 5.0 62,1
Less than $1,000-- 108 | 100.0 11.3 4,6 6.7 1,0 3.8 1.9 88.7
$1,000-82,999~~~-~ 115 100.0 25.3 11.7} 13.6 1.8 6.7 5.1 74.7
$3,000-$4,999 -~~~ 110| 100.0 41.4 24,0 17.4 1.6 9.0 6.8 58.6
$5,000-$6,999 -~=-- 80| 100.0 66.9 33.9| 33.0 4,2 21.3 7.5 33.1
$7,000-$9,999~---- 37 100.0 70.3 47.2( 23.1 1.8 16.5 4.9 29,7
$10,000 or more--- 18| 100.0 63.8 51.2) 12.5 - 10.7 1.9 36.2
Negro-----== 413 100.0 37.4 20.3 17.1 2.2 10.1 4,8 62.6
Less than $1,000-- 994 100.0 10.5 4.3 6.2 1.1 3.4 1.7 89.5
$1,000-$2,999~~w-~ 107 | 100.0 26,0 12.3| 13.8 1.9 7.0 4,9 74.0
$3,000-$4,999 -~~~ 971 100.0 42.4 24,2 18.3 1.8 9.5 6.9 57.6
$5,000-$6,999 <~ --~ 69 100.0 68.3 35.7 32.6 4_.8 21,1 6.7 31.7
$7,000-$9,999 -~ 28| 100.0 72.7 (| 46,7 26.0 2.3 18.7 5.0 27.3
$10,000 or more--- 12| 100.0 58.8 40,5 18.3 - 15.5 2.8 41.2
Othc.ar than

vhite or . 541 100.0 || 42.2 26.8| 15.4 - 9.0 6.4 57.8
Less than $1,000-- 9| 100.0 % * 7 E * % = *
$1,000-$2,999----- 8] 100.0 B = * * = = ]
$3,000-84,999 -~~~ 13 100.0 33.4 22.5 11.0 - 5.2 5.7 66.6
$5,000-%$6,999--~~- 11 100.0 58.0 22:6 35.3 - 22.7 12,6 42,0
$7,000-$9,999----- 8| 100.0 * * * * *
$10,000 or more--- 6 100.0 P E % 3 P * %
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Table 3. MNumber and percent distribution of mothers by insurance coverage for maternity care, according to
color of infant and region of mother's residence: United States, 1964-66 legitimate live births
All mothers Percent with coverage
Coz]i';z gggiggant Partial coverage f;iiﬁiﬁg
of mother's
residence Nul;f_lger Percent Total Complete coverage
thousands coverage Hospital Hospital Hospital
Total pfl;:?.cizg care and acl%fiz
visits delivery

Total--=----- 3,480 100.0 59.4 34,0 25.4 1.8 16,5 7.1 40,6
Northeast----=we-- 817 100.0 70.2 41.8 | 28.4 1.8 19.5 7.1 29.8
North Central----- 991 100.0 67.3 38.4 | 28.9 L7 20.4 i 6.8 32,7
South-=-cemoaueaan 1,091 100.0 49.3 27.3 | 22,0 1.6 13.8 6.6 50,7
West—=-macmeonaa 581 100.0 49.5 28.2 | 21.3 2.1 10.5 8.7 50.5
White----~-- 3,013 100.0 62.7 36,0 | 26.7 1.8 17.5 7.4 37.3
Northeast--=~=em-- 735 100.0 73.3 43,31 29.9 1.9 20.5 7.6 26,7
North Central----- 911 100.0 68.9 39.4 | 29,5 1.6 20,9 7.0 31.1
South---ccccuaano 856 100.0 54,1 30.6 23,5 1.5 15.1 6.8 45,9
West=--c-momcmeaan 511 100.0 50.8 28,7 | 22,2 2,3 10.9 9.0 49,2
All other--- 467 100.0 37.9 21.0| 16.9 1.9 10.0 5.0 62,1
Northeast=--=----- 81 100.0 42,9 28.0 14.9 1.3 10.9 2.7 57.1
North Central----- 80 100.0 49.3 27.0 | 22.3 3.5 14,9 4,0 50.7
Southweocmeaaaanano 235 100.0 31.7 15.3 16.4 1.8 8.8 5.8 68.3
I 70 100.0 40,0 25,1 | 14.9 1.1 7.4 6.4 60.0
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Table 4.

Numbexr and percent distribution of mothers by insurance coverage for maternity care,
region of mother's residence and family income: United States, 196466 legitimate live births

according to

All mothers

Percent with coverage

Region of
mother's Partial coverage Percent
residence, and Number without
family income in Percent Total Complete coverage
coverage .
thousands Egﬁglgaé Hospital | Hospital
Total h sicign care and care -
P w};isit s delivery alone
All regions- 3,480 100.0 59.4 34,0 25.4 1.8 16.5 7.1 40.6
Less than $1,000-- 265 100,.0 15.5 6.8 8.8 1.0 5.7 2.0 84.5
$1,000-$2,999 -~w-- 426 100,0 24,7 12,4 | 12.4 1.6 6.8 3.9 75.3
$3,000-84,999 - w-um 779 100.0 44,8 22.6 22,2 2,0 13.2 7.0 55.2
$5,000-86,999 -~—=- 889 100,0 73.1 42.5 30.6 2,0 20.2 8.4 26.9
$7,000-%$9,999~---- 716 100,0 82.4 50.1 | 32.4 1.4 22.4 8.5 17.6
$10,000 or more--- 406 100.0 81.7 49,5 32.1 2.1 21.1 8.8 18.3
Northeast--- 817 100.0 70.2 41.8 28.4 1.8 19.5 7.1 29.8
Less than $1,000-- 42 100.0 18.3 7.1} 11l.1 0.8 9.6 0.8 81.7
$1,000-$2,999 == 67 100.0 28.2 16.6 11.5 0.5 7.6 3.5 71.8
$3,000-%$4,999 —-uu- 173 100.0 53.0 28.2 | 24.9 2.9 15.4 6.5 47.0
$5,000-86,999 -—-~- 233 100.0 81.0 47.1 | 33.9 1.9 22,2 9.8 19.0
$7,000-$9,999~---- 186 100.0 89.0 56.L | 32.8 1.3 24.5 7.1 11.0
$10,000 or more--- 117 100.0 87.1 55.5 31,7 2,0 22.9 6.8 12.9
North :
Central----- 991 100.0 67.3 38.4 | 28.9 1.7 20.4 6.8 32.7
Less than $1,000-- 52 100,.0 17.6 9.1 8.5 1.9 4.6 1.9 82.4
$1,000~3$2,999 -wmem 87 100.0 29.1 15.3 13.8 2.3 7.3 4.2 70.9
$3,000~84,999 - w-~- 203 100.0 47,8 24,9 22.8 1.8 15.0 6.0 52.2
$5,000-$6,999 —«--- 280 100.0 77.0 44,9 32,1 1.7 23.0 7.3 23.0
$7,000-89,999 -~ -~ 255 100.0 85.2 49,6 35.6 1.3 25.7 8.7 14.8
$10,000 or more--- 115 100.0 90,0 51.9 38.0 2.1 29.0 7.0 10.0
South-==em-- 1,091 100.0 49.3 27.3 | 22,0 1.6 13.8 6.6 50.7
Less than $1,000-- 130 100.0 12.5 5.5 7.0 0.3 4.9 1.8 87.5
$1,000-$2,999 -~--- 203 100.0 24,2 10.1 ]| 14,1 1.8 7.9 4.3 75.8
$3,000-%$4,999 ~~--- 286 100.0 44,0 20.2 | 23.8 2.0 13.8 8.0 56.0
$5,000-%$6,999 —-~-~- 227 100.0 68.7 39.8 28.9 2.3 19,1 7.6 31.3
$7,000-%9,999 -~~-- 156 100,0 78.1 49.4 | 28.7 1.1 19.9 7.8 21.9
$10,000 or more--- 90 100.0 77.0 50.7 26.3 1.1 15.4 9.8 23.0
West—=m=wewn- 581 100.0 49,5 28.2 § 21.3 2.1 10.5 8.7 50.5
Less than $1,000-- 42 100.0 19,7 7.5 12.2 2.5 5.6 4.0 80.3
$1,000-$2,999 -«~-- 69 100.0 17.4 1.1 6.3 .4 2.5 2,4 82,6
$3,000-$4,999 -~~~ 118 100.0 29.6 16.5 13.1 0.8 5.4 6.8 70.4
$5,000-86,999 - -~ - 149 100.0 59.9 34,7 | 25.2 2.3 13.4 9.5 40,1
$7,000-89,999 -~~~ 120 100.0 72.0 42,7 29.4 2.5 15.4 11.4 28.0
$10,000 or more--- 84 100.0 67.7 36.8 30.9 3.6 14.2 13.1 32.3
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Table 5. Number and percent distribution of mothers by insurance coverage for maternity care,
infant, place of mother's residence, and family income:

according to colof of
United States, 1964-66 legitimate live births

All mothers

Percent with coverage

Partial coverage

Color of infant, place of Pertcent
mother's residence and Number L without
family income p Complete A cdverage
thotgands Percent Total coverage ggizlggé Hospital | Hospital
Total hvsician | CarE and care
Pv{sits delivery alone
Total
All areag-~—--e--mwo-- 3,480 100.0 59,4 34,0 25.4 1.8 16.5 7.1 40,6
Less than $3,000~~---=----u- 691 100.0 21,2 10,2 11.0 1.4 6.4 3.2 78.8
53,000-84,999 -~ -~ - 779 100.0 44,8 22.6| 22.2 2.0 13.2 7.0 55.2
°55,000-56,999 - - 889 100.0 73.1 42.5| 30.6 2,0 20,2 8.4 26.9
$7,000-$9,999--- - 716 100.0 82.4 50.1| 32.4 1.4 22,4 8.5 17.6
$10,000 or more--=---===v--- 406 100.0 81,7 49,5} 32.1 2.1 21.1 8.8 18.3
Metropolitan areas---- 2,240 100,0 63.1 37.1{ 25.9 2.1 16.3]- 7.6 36.9
Less than $3,000---ccmmucen- 371 100.0 22.6 12.2] 10.4 1.7 5.6 3.1 77.4
$3,000-54,999 - ccmmmcmmemnm - 457 100.0 45,2 24.3| 20.9 2.6 11.7 6.5 54,8
$5,000-56,999 -~ - 584 100.0 74.3 43,31 31.0 2.2 19.7 9.2 25,7
$7,000-89,999-vmamcomanann 515 100.0 83.3 51.4| 31.9 1.5 21.3 9.2 16,7
$10,000 or more~--=-ve-mea-- 313 100,0 82.6 50.2 32.4 2,6 20.8 9,0 17.4
Nonmetropolitan areas - 1,241 100,0| 52.7 28.4| 24.3 1.2 16.8 6.2 47,3
Less than $3,000--wcwecvman- 320 100.0 19.6 7.9 11.6 1.0 7.3 3.2 80,4
$3,000-84,999 —ccm—cnmnemannan 322 100.0 44,2 20,2 24,1 1.0 15.4 7.6 55,8
$5,000-$6,999---~ 305 100.0 70.6 40,91 29.8 1.7 21,1 7.0 29,4
$7,000-$9,999~--~ 201 100.0 80.1 46,7 | 33.4 1.3 25,3 6.8 19.9
$10,000 or more-=-==-s=-cmce- 93 100.0 78,6 47,41 31,2 0.7 22,2 8,3 21,4
White
All areas-~-=-c~==noo- 3,013 100.0 62,7 36.0| 26,7 1.8 17.5 7.4 ..37.3
Less than $3,000- 467 100.0 22,5 11,2} 11.3 1.4 6.9 3.0 77.5
$3,000~84,999 -~~~ 669 100.0 45.4 22.4| 23,0 2.0 13.9 7.0 54,6
$5,000-$6,999-~-~ 809 100.0 73.7 43,3 | 30.4 1.8 20,1 8.5 26.3
$7,000-59,999--commmmmmnmaen 680 100.0 83,1 50,27 32.9 l.4 22,7 8.7 6.9
$10,000 or more--=--em--=ee- 388 100.0 82.5 49.5| 33.0 2,2 21,6 9.1 17.5
Metropolitan areas---- 1,919 100.0 66.3 39.1 27.2 2,1 17.1 8.1 33.7
Less than $3,000-----wc-vemn 246 100.0 23.1 13.1| 10,0 1.7 5.5 2.8 76.9
$3,000-84,999 ~—rcmccmrcmmne- 375 100.0 46,2 24,0 22,2 2.7 12.4 7.1 53.8
$5,000~86,999 =~~~ 517 100.0 75.2 44,3 30.9 1.9 19.5 9.4 24,8
§7,000-89,999 -~ e mmcmcmcnan- 483 100,0 84,1 51.8| 32.3 1.5 21.4 9.4 15,9
$10,000 or more-w=sw—m-~-aow- 297 100.0 83.4 50.0| 33.3 2.7 21,3 2.3 16,6
Nonmetropolitan areas- 1,095 100.0 56.3 30.7| 25.6 1.2 18,1 6.3 43,7
Less than $3,000---c~c-—cua- 221 100.0 21.8 9,1 12,7 1.1 8.5 3.2 78.2
$3,000-84,999 - ~— o mmmcmmee o 294 100,0 44,3 20.3| 24,0 1.1 15.9 6.9 55.7
$5,000-$6,999- - 292 100.0 70.9 41,51 29.4 1.5 21.0 6.9 29,1
$7,000-59,999~ - 197 100.0 80.6 46.5 | 34.1 1.4 25.8 6.9 19.4
. $10,000 or more---===-=--m-w-= 90 100.0 79.6 47.5| 32.1 0.8 22.8 8.5 20,4
All othex
467 100.0 37.9 21,0 16.9 1.9 10.0 5.0 62.1
223 100.0 18.5 8.2| 10.3 1.4 5.3 3.6 81.5
110 100.0 41.4 24,0 17.4 1.6 9.0 6.8 58.6
80 100.0 66.9 33.9| 33.0 4.2 21.3 7.5 33.1
37 100.0 70.3 47,2 23,1 1.8 16.5 4,9 29.7
18 100.0 63.8 51.2 | 12.5 - 10.7 1.9 36,2
Metropolitan areas---- 321 100.0 43.4 25.2| 18.2 2.2 11.4 4.6 56.6
Less than $3,000--=~cm-emuwn-= 124 100.0 21.7 10.5 | 11,2 1.7 5.9 3.7 78.3
$3,000-84,999 - -wme—mmmemee 81 100,0 40.6 25.81 14.8 2.2 8.7 3.9 39.4
$5,000+56,999 - —cmmmcmmmmcna~ 67 100.0 67.4 35,3 | 32,2 3.9 21,0 7.3 32,6
$7,000-$9,999--~ - 33 100.0 72.0 46,1 | 25.9 2,0 18.5 5.4 28,0
$10,000 or more--ms-em—=vec-- 15 100.0 67.3 52,7 14.6 - 12.4 2.2 32.7
Nonmetropolitan areas- 146 100.0 26.0 11,8 | 14.2 .2 7.0 6.0 74.0
Less than $3,000~-c-=m=cmau~ 99 100.0 14.5 5.4 9.1 1.0 4.6 3.4 85,5
$3,000~84,999 - crcmmmmcme e 28 100.0 43.5 18.6 | 24.9 - 2.8 15,1 56,5
$5,000-86,999 ~-cwm—mommmenn 13 100.0 63.9 26.7| 37.2 5.7 22.9 8.5 36.1
§7,000-89,999 -—c-mmcmmmme e 4 100.0 % * - - - - *
$10,000 or more--—-—=—==-mm=- 3 100,0 % * - - - - *
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Table 6. Number and percent distribution of mothers by insurance coverage for maternity care,

age of father and family income: United States, 1964-66 legitimate live births

according to

All mothers

‘Percent with coverage

Age of father Partial coverage Percent

1anv:l_ b without
family income Number c 1 coverage

in Perxcent || Total omplete s
thousands coverage Egizlgi‘]i' Hospital | Hospital
Total physician care and care
Visits delivery | alomne
All ages-~-- 3,480 100.0 59.4 34.0] 25.4 1.8 16.5 7.1 40,6
Less than $3,000-- 691 100.0 21.2 10,2} 11.0 1.4 6.4 3.2 78.8
$3,000-$4,999 ~~-~~ 779 100.0 44,8 22,61 22,2 2.0 13,2 7.0 55.2
$5,000-56,999 -~~~ 889 100.0 73.1 42,51 30.6 2.0 20.2 8.4 26,9
7,000-89,999 -~~~ 716 100,0 82.4 50.1| 32.4 1.4 22.4 8.5 17.6
10,000 or more--- 406 100,0 8L.7 49.5| 32. 2,1 21.1 8.8 18.3
Under 20
years--~---- 130 100,0 19.6 10.3 9.3 2.5 4.0 2.8 80.4
Less than $3,000-- 78 100.0 10. 5.0 5.4 1.6 2,1 1.7 89.6
$3,000-$4,999 - 30 100.0 23.6 11,7 1Ll.9 4.3 4.4 3.2 76.4
$5,000-56,999 ~~ 13 100.0 59.1 33.5| 25.6 2,6 15.3 7.8 40,9
$7,000-59,999 -~~-- 5 100.0 ] * * * % %* %*
$10,000 or more--~- 4 100.0 * % - - - - &
20-24 years- 953 100.0 46,9 29.2| 17.7 1.6 11.0 5.1 53.1
Less than $3,000-- 269 100.0 21, 13.1 8.7 1.3 5.0 2.5 78.2
$3,000-$4,999 ----- 278 100.0 39.8 23,1 16.7 1.6 10.4 4,7 60,2
$5,000-86,999 -~~~ 251 100.0 64,0 41,1 23,0 1.8 4.4 6.8 36.0
$7,000-$9,999 =~ -~ 116 100.0 74.7 48.8| 25.9 1.1 16.9 7.8 25,3
$10,000 or more--- 39 100.0 75.7 47,9 27.7 3.4 17.4 6.9 24,3
25-29 years- 1,012 100.0 63.7 37.4| 26.3 2.1 16.7 7.5 36.3
Less than $3,000~-- 146 100.0 24,5 10.7| 13.8 1.7 8.2 3.9 75.5
$3,000-84,999 «cuu 223 100.0 49,1 25.8( 23.4 1.8 14,1 7.4 50.9
§5,000-586,999 ~«wm- 296 100.0 4.4 43,2 31.2 2.4 19.6 9.2 25.6
$7,000-59,999 - < wx 239 100.0 8l.4 51.1| 30,3 2.1 20.7 7.5 18.6
$10,000 or more--- 108 100.0 78.7 51.6| 27.1 2.6 17.1 7.5 21.3
30-34 years- 684 100.0 69.7 38.2| 31.6 1.7 20.8 9.0 30.3
Less than $3,000-- 87 100.0 24,9 9,8] 15.2 1.9 9.7 3.5 75.1
$3,000-84,999 ~~~-- 124 100.0 46.2 18.3] 27.9 2.1 16.2 9.6 53.8
$5,000-86,999 «--=- 175 100.0 79.7 43,91 35.8 1.5 23.9 10.4 20.3
$7,000-59,999 -~~~ 187 100.0 88,2 52.2| 36.0 1.3 24,9 9.8 11.8
$10,000 or more--- 112 100,0 84,1 49,91 34.2 2.4 22.9 8.9 15.9
35-39 years- 409 100.0 69.7 37.8] 31.9 1.6 21,7 8.6 30.3
Less than $3,000-- 55 100.0 19.9 6.8! 13,1 1.1 6.6 5.4 80.1
$3,000-584,999 ----~ 69 100.0 52.8 23,71 29.1 3.3 18.0 7.7 47,2
$5,000-56,999 «=~~~ 94 100.0 79.6 43,3 36.3 2.3 26.2 7.7 20.4
$7,000-89,999---~~ 107 100.0 84.1 47.6 | 36.4 0.6 25.8 10,0 15.9
$10,000 or more--- 83 100.0 87.3 51.4 | 35.9 0.8 24.6 10.6 12,7
40 years

and over--- 292 100.0 64,1 33.4| 30.7 1.4 21.3 8.0 35.9
Less than $3,000-- 56 100.0 20.1 6.3] 13.8 0.6 2.4 3.8 79.9
$3,000-84,999 - -~- 55 100.0 50.8 21,6 29.2 1,2 16.3 11.7 49,2
$5,000486,999 ~=~-- 60 100.0 77.8 41.01 36.9 1.7 28.5 6.6 22,2
$7,000-89,999 ~=-=~ 62 100.0 84,0 48.71 35.4 1.1 26.9 7.4 16,0
$10,000 or more--- 60 100.0 83.0 46,21 36.8 2.2 24,3 10.4 17.0
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Table 7.

Number and percent distribution of mothers by insurance coverage for maternity care,

color of infant and education of father: United States, 1964-66 legitimate live births

according to

ALl mothers

Percent with coverage

Color of infant Partial coverage Percent
and education without
Number
of father N Complete ; coverage
tho;Zands Percent || Total coverage Egiglgzé Hospital | Hospital
Total physician care and care
visits delivery | alone
Total----~-- 3,480 100.0 59.4 34,0 25.4 1.8 16.5 7.1 40.6
None or elementary
school-==mcuonnan 569 100.0 40.3 18.9 21.4 1.4 14.9 5.1 59.7
1-3 years high
schoolmmcmcocme-o 734 100.0 48.9 26.4 22,5 1.8 14.3 6.4 51.1
High school
graduate--------- 1,262 100.0 65.0 38.0 27.1 2.1 17.7 7.3 35.0
1-3 years college- 422 100.0 67.4 41.9 25.5 2.0 15.6 7.9 32.6
College graduate-- 493 100.0 75.7 45.9 29.7 1.2 19.2 9.4 24.3
White------- 3,013 100.0 62.7 36.0 26.7 1.8 17.5 7.4 37.3
None or elementary
school-~=wemcwunn 432 100.0 44.4 21.2 23.2 1.6 16.3 5.3 55.6
1-3 years high
school~memmmanann 604 100.0 52.8 28.6 24,2 1.9 15.6 6.7 47.2
High school
graduate-~~------- 1,126 100.0 67.0 39.2 27.8 2.0 18.2 7.6 33.0
1-3 years college- 383 100.0 69.7 42.7 27.0 2,0 16.8 8.2 30.3
College graduate-- 468 100.0 76.3 46.4 29.9 1.0 19.6 9.3 23.7
All other--- 467 100.0 37.9 21.0 16.9 1.9 10.0 5.0 62,1
None or elementary .
school--mcumamans 137 100.0 27.4 11.7 15.6 0.5 10.5 4,6 72.6
1-3 years high
schoolewmmounmmua-o 131 100.0 31.1 16.3 14.8 1.3 8.1 5.3 68.9
High school
graduate--------- 136 100.0 48.6 28.1 20.5 3.2 13.0 4.3 51.4
1-3 years college- 38 100.0 44,0 33.8 10.2 1.8 3.7 4,6 56.0
College graduate-- 25 100.0 64.5 38,2 26.3 5.8 10.4 10.1 35.5

26



according to edu-

Table 8. Number and percent distribution of mothers by insurance coverage for maternity care,
cation of father and family income: United States, 1964-66 legitimate live births
All mothers Percent with coverage
Education of father Partial coverage Percent
and family income " without
Number coverage
in Percent |{ Total Egggizt:
thousands & Hospital | Hospital | Hospital
Total care and | care and care
physician | delivery | alone
visits
All levels of
education--==m-=- 3,480 100.0 59.4 34,0 25.4 1.8 16.5 7.1 40.6
Less than $3,000 691 100.0 21.2 10.2; 11.0 L.4 6.4 3.2 78.8
$3,000-84,999 ~~w-mouuun 779 100.0 44,8 22.6| 22.2 2.0 13.2 7.0 55.2
$5,000-56,999 - —-—-~-n—- 889 100.0 73.1 42,5 30.6 2.0 20.2 8.4 26,9
$7,000-$9,999 -=c=mcmeen 716 100.0 82.4 50.1| 32.4 1.4 22.4 8.5 17.6
$10,000 or more-------- 406 100.0 81l.7 49.5| 32.1 2.1 21.1 8.8 18.3
None or
elementary
school«-—---uuua 569 100.0 40.3 18.9 21.4 1.4 14.9 5.1 59.7
Less than $3,000---w~-~ 249 100.0 16.2 5.9 10.4 0.9 6.5 3.0 83.8
$3,000-$4,999 - ——-mmmmmu 152 100.0 43,9 19.0| 24.9 2.4 15.6 6.9 56.1
$5,000-56,999 -~ e omamn 104 100.0 74.7 38.5| 36.2 1.6 27.6 7.0 25.3
$7,000-$9,999 - == ~mmum 46 100.0 72.5 40.7 1 31.9 - 26.0 5.9 27.5
$10,000 or more--~-~=--- 18 100,0 63.0 30,0 33.1 - 25.7 7.4 37.0
1-3 years high
schooLl=mmmmcnun 734 100.0 48.9 26.4] 22,5 1.8 14,3 6.4 51.1
Less than $3,000------- 204 100.0 20.2 8.8 1l.4 2.0 5.2 4.3 79.8
$3,000-84,999 ~~—ccne-— 210 100.0 40.5 21.5} 19.0 1.6 12,2 5.2 59.5
$5,000-56,999 —=—cmauee 182 100.0 68.8 39.1) 29.7 1.5 20,7 7.5 31.2
$7,000-$9,999 ==~ mm-- 106 100.0 77.5 42,8 34.7 2.9 22.6 9.1 22,5
$10,000 or morew~~—=nme= 33 100.0 78.1 43.5| 34.6 1.1 21.6 11.9 21.9
High school
graduate-=~----- 1,262 100.0 65.0 38.0( 27.1 2.1 17.7 7.3 35.0
Less than $3,000------- 167 100.0 26.7 14.9 11,7 1.4 8.6 1.8 73.3
$3,000-84,999 —-——<mo-ume 304 100.0 46.3 23,9 22.4 2,2 12,5 7.7 53.7
$5,000-56,999 -——-=aocun 387 100.0 75.4 44,4 31.0 2.6 20.1 8.2 24,6
$7,000-89,999 ~—---moum- 298 100.0 85.7 52,2 33.5 1.6 23.3 8.7 14.3
$10,000 or more-—--==-- 105 100.0 83.5 51,2 32,2 2,2 22.4 7.6 16.5
1-3 years
college--~------ 422 100.0 67.4 41,91 25.5 2,0 15.6 7.9 32.6
Less than $3,000----~-- 45 100.0 23,6 15.3 8.3 2.3 2.3 3.7 76.4
$3,000-84,999 - —o—=mcaun 73 100.0 48,2 26.0| 22,2 1.3 13.0 7.9 51.8
$5,000-$6,999 === mameu 125 100.0 73.5 46,7 26.8 1.1 14.9 10.8 26.5
$7,000-89,999 «—mamcmm—m 117 100.0 82.0 53.1( 28.9 2.0 20.4 6.5 18.0
$10,000 or more---=--w~- 62 100.0 81l.2 48.7 | 32.5 4.4 20.2 7.9 18.8
College graduate- 493 100.0 75.7 45,9 29.7 1.2 19.2 9.4 24,3
Less than $3,000-«-cwnw 26 100.0 37.5 24,7 12.8 - 8.9 3.9 62.5
$3,000-54,999 -—c—mwmum- 40 100.0 53.3 26.3| 27.0 1.7 15.9 9.3 46.7
$5,000-86,999 —~m—-memn 90 100.0 69.4 39.6( 29.8 2.0 18.4 9.5 30.6
$7,000-59,999 ~-~=m-cm-n 150 100.0 82,7 51.4| 31.3 0.2 20.9 10.2 17.3
$10,000 or more 187 100.0 83.2 51.8| 3l.4 1.8 20,2 9.4 16.8
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Table 9. Number and percent distribution of mothers by insurance coverage for maternity care,

color of infant and education of mother: United States, 1964-66 legitimate live births

according to

All mothers

Percent with coverage

Partial coverage

Color of infant Percent
and education without
Number
of mother : Complete . coverage
thOEZands Percent | Total coverage g::glzié Hospital | Hospital
Total physician | S3L and care
visits delivery | alone
Total---=~-- 3,480 100.0 59.4 34.0 25.4 1.8 16.5 7.1 40.6
None or elementary
school~--rmmcmena- 424 100.0 37.5 17.0 20.6 1.9 13.4 5.2 62.5
1-3 years high
school-w=w-mcuon- 869 100.0 46 .4 25.7 20.7 1.4 12.5 6.7 53.6
High school
graduate--------- 1,522 100.0 67.1 39.4 27.7 2.0 18.8 7.0 32.9
1-3 years college- 424 100.0 72.2 41.7 30.5 2.1 19.9 8.5 27.8
College graduate-- 242 100.0 73.2 46.4 26.7 1.0 15.6 10.2 26.8
White----=-- 3,013 100.0 62.7 36.0 26.7 1.8 17.5 7.4 37.3
None or elementary
schoole=rmemanran 320 100.0 42.3 19.3 23.0 2.1 15.0 5.8 57.7
1-3 years high
school-=-uwunnmm- 706 100.0 49.7 28.0 2.7 1.5 13.2 7.0 50.3
High school
graduate---~-~-~~ 1,373 100.0 69.5 40.8 28.7 1.9 19.6 7.2 30.5
1-3 years college- 390 100.0 72.7 41.1 31.6 2.0 20.7 8.9 27.3
College graduate-- 224 100.0 73.7 47.4 26.2 0.7 15.4 10.2 26.3
All other--- 467 100.0 37.9 21.0 16.9 1.9 10.0 5.0 62.1
None or elementary
school=----uu-no- 104 100.0 22.8 9.8 13.0 1.0 8.5 3.5 77.2
1-3 years high .
school----w-cmnon- 163 100.0 32.2 15.9 16.3 1.2 9.5 5.6 67.8
High school
graduate--------- 149 100.0 45.2 26.9 18.3 2.4 10.7 5.2 54.8
1-3 years college- 34 100.0 65.7 48.4 17.3 4.4 9.7 3.2 34.3
College graduate-- 17 100.0 66.5 33.3 33.2 4.1 18.9 10.2 33.5
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Table 10, Number and percent distribution of mothers by insurance coverage

for maternity care,

education of mother and family income: United States, 1964~66 legitimate live births

according to

All mothers

Percent with coverage

Partial coverage
Educatf:ion of mother vl:izggﬁz
and family income Number
v in Percent [/ Total Complete Hospital | 4 5 . coverage
thousands coverage care and ospztgl Hospital
Total physician care arid care
visits delivery | alone
All levels of
education=mee===- 3,480 100.0 59.4 34.0 25.4 1.8 16.5 7.1 40.6
Less than $3,000----n--- 691 100.0 21.2 10,2 11.0 1.4 6.4 3.2 78.8
$3,000-584,999-~-caasnans 779 100.0 44,8 22,6 22,2 2.0 13.2 7.0 55.2
$5,000-$6,999-FwasTaann 889 100.0 73.1 42.5 30.6 2.0 20.2 8.4 26.9
$7,000-$9,999~~wcecccann 716 100.0 82.4 50,1 32.4 1.4 22.4 8.5 17.6
$10,000 or more--=-===== 406 100.0 81.7 49.5 32,1 2.1 21.1 8.8 18.3
None or
elementary
school==-=ecaceanax 424 100.0 37.5 17.0 20,6 1.9 13.4 5.2 62.5
Less than $3,000~ 194 100.0 15,2 4.9 10.3 1.9 5.6 2.8 84.8
$3,000-54,999 =2 esudmacn 118 100.0 41.3 16.7 24.6 3.0 15.2 6.4 58.7
$5,000-$6,99F cammeanadian 68 100.0 69.5 38.0 31.5 0.5 25.2 5.8 30.5
$7,000~$9,999~-<-cacn-~ 35 100.0 81.3 38.9 42.4 0.9 26.4 15.1 18,7
$10,000 Or more==e=w=se-- 9 100.0 53.7 34.8 18.9 - 18.9 - 46.3
1-3 years high
school=merarwnuca 869 100.0 46,4 25.7 20.7 1.4 12.5 6.7 53.6
Less than $3,000- 261 100.0 17.9 8.7 9.2 1.3 5.4 2.5 82.1
$3,000-84,999==cacaaa 249 100.0 40.0 21.3 18.7 1.1 10.3 7.3 60.0
$5,000-$6,999~=-cccmcnan 208 100.0 70.5 41.4 29.1 1.4 18.3 9.3 29.5
$7,000-$9,999~ccuncmnann 114 100.0 75.1 43.0 32.1 2.6 20.4 9.1 24,9
$10,000 or more-=-=-=w-- 37 100.0 68.3 34.9 33.4 1.8 20.8 10.8 31.7
High school
graduate=ee==c=c- 1,522 100.0 67.1 39.4 27.7 2.0 18.8 7.0 32.9
Less than $3,000--=~-ce- 191 100.0 27.0 14.3 12.8 0.9 8.0 3.9 73.0
$3,000-84,999-wcc-cacaux 327 100.0 48.6 24.9 23.7 2.3 14.6 6.9 51.4
$5,000=86,999~=ccucacanx 463 100.0 76.0 44,1 31.9 2.4 21.0 8.5 24,0
$7,000-$9,999------~ ———— 375 100.0 85.1 Sh.h 30.6 1.5 22.4 6.7 14.9
$10,000 or more-====m=-= 167 100.0 83.9 49,7 34.2 2.2 24.8 7.2 16.1
1-3 years
collegeremcacmcnn 424 100.0 72.2 41.7 30.5 2.1 19.9 8.5 27.8
Less than $3,000-=-=--~~ 34 100.0 38.9 25.7 13.2 2.1 7.0 4.0 61.1
$3,000—$4,999---------:-- 65 100.0 45.7 23.4 22,2 1.6 13.5 7.2 54.3
$5,000-56,999~-=<--=2==~ 110 100.0 | 72.2 42.6 | 29.6 2.8 19.8 7.0 27.8
$7,000-§9,999-<==<=c~--- 117 100.0 || 85.7 49.3 | 36.3 0.8 25.6 9.9 14,3
$10,000 or more~===c==n= 98 100.0 85.2 49.2 35.9 3.4 21.7 10.8 14.8
College graduate-- 242 100.0 73.2 46.4 26.7 1.0 15.6 10.2 26.8
Less than $3,000~-~-~--- 7 11 100.0 50.6 23.6 27.0 3.2 14.9 8.8 4§.4
$3,000-$4,999--w=ccuunaa 20 100.0 60.2 34.7 25.6 3.4 15.3 6.8 39.8
$5,000-$6,999=cnrmaccan- 39 100.0 60.3 36.1 24.2 - 12.9 11.3 39.7
$7,000~$9,999 ~~wmmannnn- 75 100.0 75.8 45.5 30.3 0.5 18.6 11.2 24,2
$10,000 or more~==-== ———- 96 100.0 81.7 56.5 25,3 1.0 14,5 9.7 18.3
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Table 11.

Number and percent distribution of mothers by insurance coverage for maternity care, according to color

of infant and employment of mother during pregnancy: United States, 1964-66 legitimate live births

All mothers Percent with coverage
Color of infant and Partial coverage Percent
employment of mother Number without
during pregnancy - Complete : coverage
tho;Zands Percent yTotal coverage Hgiglgsé Hospital | Hospital
Total ; sician | care and care
P 5isits delivery | alone
Total--wmmemean-- 3,480 100.0 59.4 34.0 25.4 1.8 16.5 7.1 40.6
Employed during
Pregnancy==-----=c=~=- 1,045 100.0 62.7 36.8 26.0 1.9 16.7 7.3 37.3
Not employed during
pregnancy----=-=-===-= 2,436 100.0 57.9 32.8 25.1 1.7 16.3 7.0 42.1
White--w=-omoewa- 3,013 100.0 62.7 36.0 26.7 1.8 17.5 7.4 37.3
Employed during
pregnancy=~-------=--- 890 100.0 66.4 39.3 27.1 2.0 17.9 7.3 33.6
Not employed during
pregnancy---=-------=- 2,124 100.0 61.2 34.7 26.5 1.7 17.3 7.5 38.8
All other=-------- 467 100.0 37.9 21.0 16.9 1.9 10.0 5.0 62.1
Employed during
pregnancy-----~---=---- 155 100.0 41.7 22.4 19.3 1.6 10.3 7.3 58.3
Not employed during
pregnancy--~----w=-=---= 312 100.0 36.1 20.3 15.8 2.0 9.8 3.9 63.9

Table 12. Number and percent distribution of mothers by insurance coverage for maternity care, according to em-
ployment of mother during pregnancy and family income: United States, 1964-66 legitimate live births
All mothers Percent with coverage
Employment of mother Partial coverage Percent
during pregnancy and Number without
family income : Complete : coverage
thoé?ands Percent | Total coverage Egsglgié Hospital | Hospital
Total physician care and care
visits delivery | alone
All mothers------ 3,480 100.0 59.4 34.0 25.4 1.8 16.5 7.1 40.6
Less than $3,000 691 100.0 21.2 10.2 11.0 1.4 6.4 3.2 78.8
$3,000—24,999 ------ 779 100.0 44.8 22.6 22.2 2.0 13.2 7.0 55.2
$5,000-$6,999--~--n-muo 889 100.0 73.1 42.5 30.6 2.0 20.2 8.4 26.9
$7,000-69,999--~~-c-u-- 716 100.0 82.4 50.1 32.4 1.4 22.4 8.5 17.6
$10,000 or more-------- 406 100.0 81.7 49,5 32.1 2.1 21.1 8.8 18.3
Employed during
pregnancy-=r====x-= 1,045 100.0 62.7 36.8 26.0 1.9 16.7 7.3 37.3
Less than $3,000----~-- 165 100.0 25.9 13.1 12.9 1.0 8.9 2.9 74.1
$3,000-$4,999--=-cnunne 214 100.0 49.9 26.9 23.0 1.7 14.2 7.1 50.1
$5,000-56,999-------==~ 265 100.0 68.8 38.4 30.4 3.1 17.2 10.1 31.2
$7,000-59,999------uuu= 250 100.0 78.8 48.3 30.4 1.3 21.1 8.0 21.2
510,000 or more----=~--- 150 100.0 84,1 54.8 29.3 2.2 20.9 6.2 15.9
Not employed
during pregnency- 2,436 100.0 57.9 32.8 25.1 1.7 16.3 7.0 42.1
Less than $3,000------- 525 100.0 19.7 9.3 10.4 5.6 3.2 1.5 80.3
$3,000~54,999-c~cmmmuno 564 100.0 42.9 21.0 21.9 2.1 12.9 6.9 57.1
$5,000-56,999~«-comme-- 624 100.0 74.9 44,2 30.7 1.5 21.5 7.7 25.1
$7,000-89,999--weuamnn 467 100.0 84.4 51.0 33.4 1.5 23.1 8.8 15.6
$10,000 or more---=-=--- 255 100.0 80.2 46.5 33.8 2.1 21.3 10.4 19.8
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Table 13, Number and percent distribution of mothers by insurance coverage for maternity care, according to

color of infant and live-birth order: United States, 1964-66 legitimate live births

All mothers Percent with coverage
Color of infant Partial coverage Pexcent
and without
. . Number
live-birth order . Complete . coverage
thotlirslands Percent Total coverage Egiglzié Hospital |Hospital
Total hvsici care and care
physielan i-g.1jvery | alone
visits

Total-~~---- 3,480 100.0° 59.4 34.0 25.4 1.8 16.5 7.1 40.6
First-~---=cwoo-=- 1,010 100.0 51.0 32.0 19.0 1.8 11.2 6.0 49.0
Second------=~---~ 873 100.0 63.0 36.0 27.0 1.9 17.2 7.8 37.0
Third-------v---m- 619 100.0 66.1 37.6 28.5 1.7 18.7 8.1 33.9
Fourth-e---csc---o 401 100.0 65.4 34.8 30.6 1.6 19.2 9.9 34.6
Fifth or higher--- 578 100.0 57.0 30.1 26.9 1.6 20.2 5.1 43.0
White~-ww--- 3,013 100.0 62.7 36.0 26.7 1.8 17.5 7.4 37.3
First-=-eomneceovm- 911 100.0 52.7 33.0 19.7 1.8 11.8 6.2 47.3
Second ~---~-w=cmmn 773 100.0 65.8 37.6 28.3 1.9 18.4 8.0 34.2
Third-«-=-==--c-n- 544 100.0 69.2 39.1 30.1 1.7 19.6 8.8 30.8
Fourth----=-w----=- 351 100.0 69.8 37.3 32.5 1.5 20.7 10.3 30.2
Fifth or higher--- 434 100.0 64.3 34.7 29.6 1.8 22.5 5.2 35.7
All other-~-- 467 100.0 37.9 21,0 16.9 1.9 10.0 5.0 62.1
First----=-c-cu--- 98 100.0 35.8 22.4 13.4 2.4 6.4 4.6 64.2
Second~w=--cmmoean 100 100.0 41.3 24,2 17.1 2.5 8.0 6.7 58.7
Third-=---cscce--- 75 100.0 44,0 26.8 17.2 1.9 12.1 3.2 56.0
Fourth------------ 50 100.0 34.6 16.9 17.7 2.2 8.8 6.7 65.4
Fifth or higher--- 143 100.0 35.0 16.2 18.8 1.0 13.2 4.5 65.0
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Table 14,

live-birth

Number and percent distribution of mothers by insurance coverage for maternity care, according to
order and family income: United States, 1964-66 legitimate live births

All mothers

Percent with coverage

Live-birth order Partial coverage Percent

and without

family income Number coverage

. . Complete
in Percent || Total s
thousands coverage Hoszltaé Hospital | Hospital
Total gagicggn care and care
P zisits delivery | alone
All birth
orders----- 3,480 100.0 59.4 34.0| 25.4 1.8 16.5 7.1 40.6
Less than $3,000-- 691 100.0 21,2 10.2 | 11.0 1.4 6.4 3.2 78.8
$3,000-84,999 ~- -~ 779 100.0 44,8 22.6 22,2 2.0 13.2 7.0 55.2
$5,000-%6,999 - ~--- 889 100.0 73.1 42.5 30.6 2,0 20.2 8.4 26.9
$7,000-$9,999 ----- 716 100.0 82.4 50.1 | 32.4 1.4 22.4 8.5 17.6
$10,000 or more--- 406 100.0 81.7 49.5 32,1 2,1 22,1 8.8 18.3
First------- 1,010 100,0 51.0 32.0 19.1 1.8 11,2 6.0 49,0
Less than $3,000-- 249 100.0 18.6 11.0 7.6 1.2 4.4 2.0 8.4
$3,000-$4,999 - ==~ 231 100.0 41.6 22,7 18.8 2.0 10.9 5.9 58.4
$5,000-86,999~~~-= 229 100.0 62.7 39.6 23,1 2.7 12.0 8.4 37.3
$7,000~89,999----- 184 100.0 75.0 48.9 26,1 1.6 16.6 7.9 25,0
$10,000 or more--- 118 100.0 78.0 53.1{ 24,9 1.4 16.4 7.1 22,0
Second ------ 873 100.0 63.0 36.0 27.0 1.9 17.2 7.8 37.0
Less than $3,000-~ 148 100.0 27,7 14.2 | 13.5 1.8 7.3 4.4 72.3
$3,000-$4,999 - ---- 205 100.0 46,1 22.8 | 23.3 2.3 13.3 7.6 53.9
$5,000-%6,999~-~-- i 251 100.0 76.5 44,2 | 32.4 1.2 22.1 9.0 23,5
$7,000-$9,999 -~-—- 179 100.0 83.1 50.8 32.3 2.3 23.2 6.9 16.9
$10,000 or more--- 90 100.0 82,2 50.0 | 32,2 2.7 17.0 12.5 17.8
¢
Third------- 619 100.0 66.1 37.6 | 28,5 1.7 18.7 8.1 33.9
Less than $3,000-- 89 100.0 22,1 8.8 13.3 1.5 7.6 4.1 77.9
$3,000-84,999 ~---- 141 100.0 5L.7 25.9 | 25.9 1.2 17.9 6.8 48.3
$5,000-86,999 - —--- 175 100.0 77.4 43.7 | 33.7 2,5 21.2 2.9 22,6
$7,000-$9,999 -~ n-- 142 100.0 85.0 49.7 | 35.3 1.2 24,1 10.0 15,0
$10,000 or more--- 72 100.0 84.4 57.6 26.7 2,2 17.3 7.2 15.6
Fourth------ 401 100.0 65.4 34.8 | 30.6 1.6 19.2 2.9 34,6
Less than $3,000-- 59 100.0 22.2 8.0 14,2 1.7 8.6 3.9 77.8
$3,000-84,999----- 86 100.0 41.5 18.6 | 22.8 1.5 12.7 8.6 58.5
$5,000-86,999 ~ -~~~ 105 100.0 77.5 43,8 | 33.7 2.2 22.3 9.1 22.5
$7,000-$9,999 -~ --- 97 100.0 88.9 52.4 | 36.5 0.3 23.0 13.2 11,1
$10,000 or more--- 53 100.0 85.3 40,6 | 44,6 2. 28.2 13.9 14,7
Fifth or

higher----- 578 100.0 57.0 30.1 26.9 1.6 20,2 5.1 43,0
Less than $3,000-- 145 100.0 18.0 6.6 11.5 1.1 7.3 3.0 82.0
$3,000-84,999 ~-w-- 116 100.0 43,1 21.1| 21.9 2,5 12.4 7.0 57.0
$5,000-%$6,999 - -~ 129 100.0 75.2 ﬁi.4 33.8 1.4 27.8 4,6 24,8
$7,000-89,999 -~~~ 114 100.0 84.6 49;2 35.4 1.2 27.9 6.3 15.4
$10,000 or more--- 73 100.0 81.6 41.7 | 39.9 2.3 32.7 4,9 18.4
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Table 15.

Number and percent distribution of mothers by insurance coverage for maternity care, according to

color of infant and number of previous fetal deaths: United States, 1964-66 legitimate live births

All mothers

Percent with coverage

Color of infant Partial coverage
and number of xiﬁgﬁg
previous Number
fetal deaths in Percent |[{Total Complete Hospital : . coverage
thousands coverage care and Hospital | Hospital
Total hvsician | ¢3T@ and care
P zisits delivery | alone
Total------~ 3,480 100.0 59.4 34.0 25.4 1.8 16.5 7.1 40.6
No previous fetal
deaths-----ww-c-- 2,696 100.0 58.1 33.9 24.3 1.8 15.4 7.0 41.9
One fetal death--- 540 100.0 65.3 36.4 29.0 1.6 20.1 7.3 34.7
Two fetal deaths
Or MOYe~--==-===- 245 100.0 59.8 30.5 29.3 1.5 19.7 8.1 40.2
White------- 3,013 100.0 62.7 36.0 26.7 1.8 17.5 7.4 37.3
No previous fetal
deaths--~==-=-==n 2,355 100.0 61.1 35.6 25.6 1.8 16.4 7.4 38.9
One fetal death--- 458 100.0 69.4 39.4 30.0 1.4 21.2 7.4 30.6
Two fetal deaths
Or mOre----=---==-= 201 100.0 65.7 34.0 31.7 1.5 21.6 8.5 34.3
All other--- 467 100.0 37.9 21.0 16.9 1.9 10.0 5.0 62.1
No previous fetal
deaths-=---=mc==n- 341 100.0 37.4 22.2 15.2 1.8 3.8 4.5 62.6
One fetal death--- 82 100.0 42.9 19.8 23.1 2.2 14.4 6.5 57.1
Two fetal deaths
Or MOre=w====s==n~== 44 100.0 32.9 14.3 18.6 1.7 10.8 6.2 67.1
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Table 16.

Number and percent distribution of mothers by insurance coverage for maternity care, according to

number of previous fetal deaths and family income: United States, 1964-66 legitimate live births

All mothers

Percent with coverage

Number of Partial coverage
previous fetal ggiﬁiﬂg
deaths and Number
- . s Complete . coverage
family income thoigands Percent || Total coverage Eggzlgsi Hospital | Hospital
Total hysician | Sare and care
P Zisits delivery| alone
Total---=--- 3,480 100.0 59.4 34.0 25.4 1.8 16.5 7.1 40.6
Less than $3,000-- 691 100.0 21.2 10.2 11.0 1.4 6.4 3.2 78.8
$3,000-84,999-~~~-- 779 100.0 44.8 22.6 22.2 2.0 13.2 7.0 55.2
$5,000-$6,999-~-~~- 889 100.0 73.1 42.5 30.6 2.0 20.2 8.4 26.9
$7,000-$9,999----- 716 100.0 82.4 50.1 32.4 l.4 22.4 8.5 17.6
$10,000 or more--- 406 100.0 81.7 49.5 32.1 2.1 22.1 8.8 18.3
No previous
fetal
deaths--~--- 2,696 100.0 58.1 33.9 24.3 1.8 15.4 7.0 41.9
Less than $3,000-- 554 100.0 20.6 10.2 10.4 1.4 5.9 3.0 79.4
$3,000-$4,999---~~ 6L1 100.0 44.8 23.3 21.5 1.9 12.9 6.7 55.2
$5,000-$6,999--~~- 697 100.0 71.9 42.0 29.9 2.0 18.9 8.9 28.1
$7,000-89,999----- 530 100.0 81.5 50.1 31.4 1.6 21.5 8.3 18.5
$10,000 or more--- 304 100.0 81.1 51.2 29.9 2.3 19.4 8.2 18.9
One fetal
death------ 540 100.0 65.3 36.4 29.0 1.6 20.1 7.3 34.7
Less than $3,000-- 85 100.0 25.1 12.5 12.6 2.0 8.5 2.1 74.9
$3,000-$4,999---~- 119 100.0 47.4 20.8 26.6 1.9 16.7 8.0 52.6
$5,000-56,999----- 135 100.0 78.3 44.8 33.5 1.6 25.2 6.7 21.7
$7,000-$9,999----- 130 100.0 85.2 51.4 33.7 1.3 23.0 9.4 14.8
$10,000 or more--- 71 100.0 83.1 47.9 35.2 1.0 24.9 9.3 16.9
Two or more
fetal
deaths----- 245 100.0 59.8 30.5 29.3 1.5 19.7 8.1 40.2
Less than $3,000-- 51 100.0 21.2 6.3 14.9 7.8 7.1 78.8
$3,000-%4,999--~--- 50 100.0 38.6 18.9 19.7 . 9.5 7.6 61.4
$5,000-$6,999----- 57 100.0 75.2 42.8 32.4 2.5 24.2 5.8 24.8
$7,000-89,999----- 57 100.0 84.3 46.4 37.9 29.2 8.7 15.7
$10,000 or more--- 31 100.0 84.0 37.2 46.9 3.2 29.7 13.9 16.0
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Table 17.

Number and percent distribution of mothers by insurance coverage for maternity care, according to

color of infant and number of previous infant deaths: United States, 1964-66 legitimate live births

All mothers

Percent with coverage

. . Percent
Color of infant Partial coverage S
and number of without
previous infant Number Complete coverage
deaths in Percent |[|Total Hospital . .
thousands COVETES | porar || care and | CORRLIR | HotRLoal
phz;;g;zn delivery | alone
Total--r~--- 3,480 100.0 59.4 34.0 25.4 1.8 16.5 7.1 40.6
No previous
infant deaths---- 3,290 100.0 59.7 34.3 25.4 1.8 6.4 7.2 40.3
One previous
infant death or
MOL == == ==~ = e 190 100.0 54.1 29.9 24.2 1.5 17.1 5.6 45,9
White-=e-=-- 3,013 100.0 62.7 36.0 26.7 1.8 17.5 7.4 37.3
No previous
infant deaths---- 2,872 100.0 62.7 36.0 26.7 1.8 17.4 7.5 37.3
One previous
infant death or
WOLE-==m==m—————n 141 100.0 62.9 36.4 26.5 1.2 19.0 6.3 37.1
All other--- 467 100.0 37.9 21.0 16.9 1.9 10.0 5.0 62.1
No previous
infant deaths---- 418 100.0 39.0 22.1 16.8 1.9 9.8 5.2 61.0
One previous
infant death or
MOre~=-mmommeen=~ 49 100.0 28.9 11.4 17.6 2,2 11.7 3.6 71.1
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Table 18.

Number and percent distribution of mothers b
number of previous infant deaths and family income

y insurance coverage for maternity care, according to
: United States, 1964-66 legitimate live births

All mothers

Percent with coverage

Number of Partial coverage
previous infant 5?2;232
deaths and Number
family income in Percent | Total ||Complete Hospital ital iral coverage
thousands coverage care and Hospita Hospita
Total hysician care and care
P 3is§;s delivery | alone
All mothers- 3,480 100.0 59.4 34.0 25.4 1.8 16.5 7.1 40.6
Less than $3,000-- 691 100.0 21.2 10.2 11.0 1.4 6.4 3.2 78.8
$3,000-$4,999----- 779 100.0 44,8 22.6 22,2 2.0 13.2 7.0 55.2
$5,000-5$6,999-~~-- 889 100.0 73.1 42.5 30.6 2.0 20.2 8.4 26.9
$7,000-89,999-~--- 716 100.0 82.4 50.1 32.4 1.4 22.4 8.5 17.6
$10,000 or more--- 406 100.0 81.7 49.5 32.1 2.1 22.1 8.8 18.3
No previous
infant
deaths-~--- 3,290 100.0 59.7 34.3 25.4 1.8 16.4 7.2 40.3
Less than $3,000-- 636 100.0 21.4 10.5 10.9 1.4 6.4 3.2 78.6
$3,000-%4,999----- 734 100.0 45.0 22.7 22.3 2.0 13.3 7.0 55.0
$5,000-$6,999----- 843 100.0 72.7 42.1 30.6 2.0 19.9 8.7 27.3
$7,000-89,999----- 690 100.0 82.4 50.2 32.3 1.5 22.3 8.6 17.6
$10,000 or more--- 387 100.0 81.7 49.9 31.7 2.2 20.9 8.7 18.4
One previ-
ous infant
death or
more~------ 190 100.0 54.1 29.9 24.2 1.5 17.1 5.6 45.9
Less than $3,000-- 55 100.0 19.4 7.3 12.0 2.0 6.9 3.1 80.6
$3,000-%4,999----- 45 100.0 41,7 21.8 20.0 0.7 12.4 6.8 58.3
$5,000-56,999~---- 46 100.0 79.7 49.3 30.4 1.5 25.1 3.7 20.3
$7,000-89,999----- 27 100.0 82.6 48.1 34.5 1.3 25.7 7.4 17.4
$10,000 or more--- 19 100.0 82.4 42,1 40.3 1.8 26.4 12.1 17.6
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Table 19.

United States, 1964-66 legitimate live births

Number and percent distribution of mothers by insurance coverage for maternity care, according to
color of infant and birth weight:

All mothers

Percent with coverage

Partial coverage
Color of infant Pi€§e“t
and birth weight | Number Complete ves e:‘a’;e
thotgands Percent Total coverage Hgiglzﬁé Hospital | Hospital
Total Ch sician care and care
P zisits delivery | alone
Total=-=r-a=- 3,480 100,0 59.4 34,0 25.4 1.8 16.5 7.1 40.6
2,500 grams or
leS§e-mmomecnacann 271 100.0 54,0 29,6 24,4 1.5 16.8 6.1 46,0
2,501-3,000 grams--| 641 100.0 57.3 33.6 23,7 1.8 15.4 6.5 42.7
3,001-3,500 grams --! 1,358 100.0 58.8 33.4 25,4 1.9 16.1 7.4 41,2
3,501-4,000 grams- - 912 100.0 61.8 36.0 25.8 1.7 16.9 7.2 38,2
4,001 grams or
MOYE=-m=mmm oo cmnx| 299 100.0 63.7 35,5 28.2 1,5 18.6 8.0 36.3
White-~==--=- 3,013 100,0 62,7 36,0 | 26.7 1.8 17.5 7.4 37.3
2,500 grams or
led§-m-conmemmmu o 210 100,0 59.0 32.7 26.3 1.2 19.0 6.1 41,0
2,501-3,000 grams-- 531 100.0 60.7 35.8 24,9 1.8 16.4 6.7 39.3
3,501-3,500 grams-- 1,173 100.0 62.4 35,4 | 27.0 1.9 17,2 .9 37.6
3,501-4,000 grams-- 827 100.0 63.9 37.6 26.3 1,6 17.4 .2 36.1
4,001 grams or
R 272 100.0 67.1 37.1 30.0 1.7 19.5 8.8 32.9
All other ---- 467 100.0 37.9 21.0 16.9 1.9 10.0 5.0 62.1
2,500 grams or
lesgmmcmcmmmccoann 61 100.0 36.8 18.8 | 18.0 2.3 9.5 .2 63,2
2,501-3,000 grams--| 110 100.0 40.8 22,7 18.2 1.8 10.6 5.8 59,2
3,001-3,500 grams--| 185 100.0 36.0 21.3 14,7 1,7 9.0 4,0 64,0
3,501~4,000 grams -- 84 100.0 42,1 20,5 21.6 2.7 11.9 7.0 57.9
4,001 grams or
MO E-m=m==m=cmeenox 26 100,0 28.9 19.1 9.8 - 9.8 - 71.1
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Table 20, Number and percent distribution of mother by insurance coverage for maternity care,
birth weight and family income: United States, 1964-66 legitimate live births

according to

All mothers

Percent with coverage

Partial coverage'
Birth weight and - 5§£g§3€
family income Number Total Hospital Hospital | Hospital |coverage
: Complete care and p p
in Percent Total coverage s - care and care
thousands & phy§191an delivery alone
visits
All birth
weights---- 3,480 100.0 59.4 34.0 | 25.4 1.8 16.5 7.1 40,6
Less than $3,000-- 691 100.0 21,2 10,2 11,0 1.4 6.4 3.2 78.8
$3,000-84,999 779 100.0 44.8 22.6 22,2 2.0 13.2 7.0 55,2
$5,000-56,999 - 889 100.0 73.1 42,5 30.6 2,0 20,2 8.4 26.9
$7,000-589,999 716 100.0 82.4 50,1 32.4 1.4 22,4 8.5 17.6
$10,000 or more--- 406 100.0 81.7 49.5 32.1 2,1 22,1 8.8 18.3
2,500 grams
or less---- 271 100.0 54.0 29.6 24,4 1.5 16.8 6.1 46.0
Less than $3,000-- 70 100.0 23.9 10.0 13.9 1.4 9.1 3.4 76.1
$3,000-54,999 ~---- 58 100.0 40.8 20.5 20,3 1.7 13.3 5.3 59.2
$5,000-56,999 ~-~-- 71 100.0 71.4 35.1 | 36.3 1.1 25.1 10,1 28.6
$7,000-$9,999 ~-~-- 45 100.0 74.9 45.7 29,2 1.4 21,3 6.5 25.1
$10,000 or more--- 28 100.0 79.2 57.7 21.5 2,5 15.5 3.6 20.8
2,501-3,000
grams------ 641 100.0 57.3 33.6 23,7 1.8 15.4 6.5 42,7
Less than $3,000-- 141 100.0 19.9 9.8 10,1 1.4 5.0 3.6 80,1
$3,000-84,999 ----- 151 100.0 45,7 22.5 23,2 1.8 12,7 8.7 54.3
$5,000-$6,999 ----- 155 100.0 70.3 42,0 | 28.3 2.2 20.3 5.8 29.7
$7,000-89,999----- 127 100.0 83.3 52,0 31.2 1.3 23.3 6.6 16.7
$10,000 or more---~ 68 100.0 82.3 53.5 28.8 3.0 16.9 8.9 17.7
3,001-3,500
grams------ 1,358 100.0 58.8 33.4 | 25.4 1.9 16.1 7.4 41,2
Less than $3,000-- 273 100.0 21.1 10.5 10,6 1.2 6.4 2,9 78.9
$3,000-84,999 ~---- 307 100.0 43,3 22,11 21.2 2,2 12,4 6.6 56.7
$5,000-56,999 - ---- 346 100.0 72.1 41.9 30.1 2.4 19.6 8.1 27.9
$7,000-59,999----- 275 100.0 83.6 49.0 | 34.6 1.6 23.4 9.6 16.4
$10,000 or more--- 157 100.0 82,1 49.5 32.5 1.9 19.6 11.0 17.9
3,501-4,000
gramge----- 912 100.0 61.8 36.0( 25.8 1.7 16.9 7.2 38.2
Less than $3,000-- 160 100.0 19.6 9.6 10.0 1.7 5.3 2.9 80.4
$3,000-54,999~---- 198 100.0 46,9 24,1 1.22.8 2.0 13.6 7.2 53,1
$5,000-86,999 ~-~-- 237 100.0 75.7 45,11 30.6 2,0 19.3 9.3 24,3
$7,000-89,999 --~-- 200 100.0 82,2 51.2 | 31.0 1.0 21.3 8.7 17.8
$10,000 or more--- 116 100.0 82.2 47.9 34.3 2.0 26.1 6.3 17.8
4,001 grams
or more---- 299 100.0 63.7 35.5 28.2 1.5 18.6 8.0 36.3
Less than $3,000-- 47 100.0 27.3 12,3 15.0 1.4 10.1 3.5 72.7
$3,000-54,999----- 65 100.0 46.7 22.6 24,1 1.5 17.0 5.6 53.3
$5,000-56,999 ----- 80 100.0 76.3 44.4 | 32,0 0.8 20.7 10.5 23.7
$7,000-$9,999 ----- 70 100.0 81.8 50.1| 31.7 2.4 20,7 8.6 18.2
$10,000 or more--- 37 100.0 78.7 41.3 37.4 1.8 24,0 11.6 21.3

38




APPENDIX |
TECHNICAL NOTES ON METHODS

Background

This report presents statisticson health insur-
ance coverage for maternity care for mothers of
infants born during 1964-1966 based on data collected
in the 1964-66 National Natality Survey. The survey
was designed primarily to collect information on the
past and expected future fertility of women who were
currently bearing children; however, information was
also gathered on health insurance coverage for mater-
nity care for these mothers. In addition to information
on fertility and health insurance coverage for maternity
care, information on certain socioeconomic and demo-
graphic characteristics which were thought to be rel-
evant to the study was obtained from the mother.,

The basic source document was the certificate of
live birth. Using the information given on the birth
certificate to determine name, address, and legiti-
macy status, a questionnaire was mailed to the mother
of each legitimate birth. Additional mailings were
made if the original questionnaire was not returned
or was returned with the answers to certain questions
incomplete. Finally, if there was no response or if a
usable questionnaire was not obtained after three
mailings, a personal interview was attempted by U.S.
Bureau of the Census interviewers if the mother was
a resident of a primary sampling unit as designated
by the Bureau of the Census.

Although all stages of the survey from question-
naire through final processing were the same during
the 3 years, the survey for each year was an independent
survey and was treated as such, Sample selection,
data collection, and all processing was completely
independent until the final tape files were merged in
the computer in order to prepare tables for publication,
The description of survey procedures which follows
describes all 3 years, but all steps were actually
carried out for each year separately.

Sample Design

The sampling frame for the 1964-66 National
Natality Survey was the file of microfilm copies of
birth records received each month by the National
Center for Health Statistics from the 54 birth-reg-
istration areas in the United States. These birth-reg-
istration areas include the 30 States, the District of

Columbia, and the cities of New York, Baltimore,
and New Orleans, which have their own systems of
birth registration. As a general rule each registration
area assigns a number to each certificate prior to
or during the filming of the birth record. The cer-
tificates of all births occurring during the year are
numbered consecutively as they are received by the
registrar.

The sample for the survey was based on a prob-
ability design which made use of these image num-
bers on the birth records. Each 1,000 records con-
stituted a primary sampling unit, Within each 1,000
records, one record was chosen at random, Thus a
sample of 1 out of 1,000 births was selected from the
records from each registration area.

The national sample included a total of 4,025
births in 1964, 3,702 in 1965, and 3,604 in 1966, or
11,331 births in the 3 years of the survey. Of these
11,331 births, 647 were reported as illegitimate on
the birth record. However, legitimacy status is re-
ported in only 36 of the 54 registration areas. Hence
a procedure was developed to infer legitimacy status
on the basis of indirect evidence on the birth cer-
tificate for the 18 registration areas not reporting
the item. If the surname of the father on the birth
record was different from the surname of the child
or if the surname of the father was not reported,
the birth was inferred to be illegitimate. On the basis
of this procedure 289 births in the sample were in-
ferred to be illegitimate. This made a total of 936
births which were either reported or inferred to be
illegitimate.

The mothers of these 936 illegitimate births were
outside the scope of the survey and were not queried.
The mothers of an additional 79 births were not sent
questionnaires although they were within the scope of
the survey because 70 mothers resided in the State of
New Mexico, which did not participate in the survey,
and 9 of the mothers resided in California and had
already been included in another survey in that State.
Mothers of 10 additional births were not sent question-
naires either because their residence was outside the
United States or because no usable mailing address
was obtainable. The final sample of mothers to whom
questionnaires were mailed was 10,306, Table 1 shows
the number in the original sample drawn from the
birth records. the number of legitimate births in-
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Table I, Total number of births in the United States and the number of mothers in the 1964-66
National Natality Survey

Item

1964 -66 1966 1965 1964

Total count of births in the United States--- | 11,394,000 ||3,606,000 3,760,000 | 4,027,000

Number of mothers selected in the sampleswe=cwaea-- 11,331 3,604 3,702 4,025
Number of mothers of illegitimate births excluded

from syrveye=eeeseceaccccacaacn cemmemccccscam——— 936 309 345 282
Number of mothers of legitimate births in survey--~- 10,395 3,295 3,357 3,743
Number of mothers of births from New Mexico and

California’emceumcececcccaacccanmmcccnmcciamceane 79 31 22 26
Number of additional mothers to whom question- 3 -
naires were NOt SeNt--mmemcecccccaerocccremmeocccae 10 7
Number of mothers of births for which

questionnaires were mailed--vsmwmeecccacccan m—————— 10,306 3,257 3,332 3,717

INine mothers who resided in California were not sent questionnaires because they were already

included in another survey in that State,

cluded in the sample, and the final number of births
for which questionnaires were mailed for each year of
the survey,

Birth Certificate and Survey Questionnaire

Facsimiles of the U.S. Standard Certificate of
Live Birth and of the questionnaire used in the survey
are shown in appendix 1II,

Although not all State certificates conform with the
standard certificate, most do include the items for basic
information used in this report. The major exception is
the legitimacy status item (23), which is not reported in
18 registration areas, The procedure developedtoover-
come this omission is described in the section''Sample
Design,"

The questionnaire sent to the mother of a legit-
imate birth was designed primarily to obtain inform-
ation about her fertility history and her expected
future fertility. Regarding the mother's fertility history,
information was obtained on number of pregnancies
and the date of birth, sex, and present status of a
child if the pregnancy resulted in a live birth. Re-
garding the mother's expected future fertility, in-
formation was obtained on whether the mother ex-
pected to have more children and if so, how many.
Information was also obtained on the mother's health
insurance coverage for the pregnancy which resulted
in the birth of the sample child, In addition to the
foregoing questions there were questions concerning
the family income during the previous calendar
year, the educational attainment of the mother and
father, and the mother's employment at any time
during her pregnancy. A household listing provided
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space for the age, sex, marital status, and rela-
tionship to the mother of every person residing in
the household at the time of the sample child's birth,

Collection of Data

Data for the 1964-66 National Natality Survey
were collected primarily by mail. Using the addresses
given on the birth certificates, questionnaires were
mailed to the mothers of births which were either
recorded or inferred to be legitimate,

Followup procedures when there was no response
consisted of a questionnaire sent by certified mail
2 weeks after the original mailing and a second
followup questionnaire sent by regular mail 3 weeks
later. When the questionnaire was returned but cer-
tain items were incomplete or inconsistent, either
a special letter was sent or a telephone call was
made to obtain the missing data,

A final followup was made by Bureau of the
Census interviewers for mothers who did not re-
spond or whose responses were essentially incomplete
if the mother was a resident of one of the primary
sampling units designated by the Bureau of the Census.
Because the primary sampling units are geographi-
cally selected to give unbiased national estimates,
such a followup should serve to reduce the bias which
might be introduced by the nonresponses to a mail
survey,

Of the 10,395 legitimate births in the survey
(including the 89 for which questionnaires were not
mailed), questionnaire information was obtained for
9,232, or 89 percent. Approximately 54 percent of
the respondents returned the original questionnaire,




Table II. Number of mothers in the survey and
percent responding, by selected characteris-
tics of the mother: 1964-66 National Natal-

ity Survey
Number
Characteristic in Percent

survey responding

All mothers---=----- 10,395 88.8

Age
Under 20 years------=~-=--= 1,466 82.5
20-24 years--=--e-emn-ca- 3,698 88.7
25-29 years-----cce-ncen- 2,617 90.7
30-34 yearg-----m-c-ac--- 1,562 90.7
35 years and over----~---- 1,052 90.5
Color
White--=eecemmocrrcmnann~ 9,096 89.5
All other-----------v-e-- 1,299 84.0
Live-birth order
Firgte-=---mcemocerevcnu- 3,009 88.7
Second--=---reascnmosoon- 2,596 89.4
Third=--==c--cecowcmcecna 1,852 89.4
Fourth-----=--meorecccoua 1,208 89.1
Fifth or more-=---===v-c-- 1,730 87.2
Reglon of residence
Northeaste=-=-occrmecana- 2,445 92.8
North Central----v-cco--- 2,968 91.4
South--~-=c-crarccceccu-a- 3,246 87.1
WesSte-m-mscemmame e 1,736 82.0
Place of residence

Metropolitan area-------- 6,682 90.4
Nonmetropolitan area----- 3,713 85.9

31 percent returned the first (certified) followup,
and 7 percent the second followup. The remaining
8 percent were interviewed by the Bureau of the
Census,

Response rates for selected characteristics of
the mother obtained from items on the birth cer-
tificate are shown in table II.

Processing of Data

After all specified methods of obtaining complete
questionnaires had been tried, the data were edited,
coded, and transcribed onto punchcards. Basic range
edits were made to eliminate punching errors and the
cards were then used as input for magnetic tape,
Computer processing included consistency checks,
interval edits, estimation or assignment of weights,
and imputation of missing data,

Consistency checks were made whenever the birth
record and the questionnaire provided information
about items which could be checked againstone another,

For example, both the birth record and the question-
nairecontained items about the number of children
born alive to this mother, In addition, the question-
naire provided space for listing the birth date and
other information about each child. The three items
were cross-checked to make certain that no child

was omitted,
Interval edits were made wherever two dates

where given which could reasonably be assumed to
have some definite relationship or minimum or max-
imum interval between them. For example, if the in-
terval between the mother's and child's date of birth
was less than 15 years or more than 44 years, the
record was rejected for verification. Similarly, if
the interval between the birth dates of any two chil-
dren was less than 10 months, the record was re-
jected for verification.

When a record was rejected because of a con-
sistency or interval edit, the folder containing all
records on the sample case was pulled from the
files and gone over carefully to ascertain the cor-
rect answer, In almost all cases information avail-
able on the questionnaire, either in answers to ques-
tions or in comments which the respondent had written
voluntarily, made the correct answer apparent. In
the few remaining cases where the differences could
not be reconciled, the questionnaire items weretreated
as nonresponses and were imputed at a later stage
of processing,

Nonresponse and Imputation of Missing Data

Failure to obtain a response represents one of
the main sources of error and bias in any data col-
lection system, Information must be imputed for per-
sons on whom it is unknown in order to use the data
at all. Often the user of the data merely assumes
that the persons for whom the information is unknown
are exactly like those for whom it is known. The
imputation procedures used for the National Natality
Survey were done as part of the processing by taking
advantage of available information. This made cer-
tain that imputed data for nonrespondents was the
same as that for "similar'' respondents,

Imputation was done first for unit nonresponses.
Unit nonresponse in this survey was defined as fail-
ure to mail a questionnaire to the mother of a legit-
imate birth for any of the reasons given at the begin-
ning of this appendix, failure to obtain a returned
questionnaire after all followup procedures had been
completed, and failure to obtain a usable questionnaire
even though the form was returned, Of the 10,395
legitimate births selected in the sample, 1,163, or
11 percent, were unit nonzesponses.

The number of sample cases and the proportion
which were unit nonresponses are shown by color
and age of mother in table III and by live-birth order
and color of mother in table IV, Age of mother,
live-birth order, and color of mother are all char-
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Table III. Number of mothers in sample and percent not responding, by age and color: - 1964-66
National Natality Survey
Total White All other
Age Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
in not in not in not
sample responding sample responding sample | responding
All ages---====-cc--mu- 10,395 11.2 9,096 10.5 1,299 16.0
Under 20 years--------------- 1,466 17.5 1,235 16.8 231 '20.8
20-24 years=--=----meo-aooaoo- 3,698 11.3 3,258 10.5 440 16.8
25-29 years--=----s--e--o-oo- 2,617 9.3 2,315 8.6 302 15.6
30-34 years-es---a-ee-conacan 1,562 9.3 1,369 8.9 193 12.4
35 years and over------------ 1,052 9.5 919 9.2 133 11.3
acteristics which could influence the mother's available was read in, i.e., a unit nonresponse, the

responses to items on the questionnaire, such as
number of children expected. They are also char-
acteristics which are recorded on the birth certif-
icate and so are available for all sample cases
whether these cases represent respondents or non-
respondents, For these reasons the three character-
istics were chosen for use in unit imputation as well
as estimation.

Imputation was done in the computer by setting
up a matrix of 24 color, age, live-birth order classes
(shown in the section "Estimation") the cells of which
were filled as each record meeting the criteria passed
through, As the file of records was processed, the
information in each cell was replaced by that from
the next record which met the specifications, When
a record for which no questionnaire information was

data already in the appropriate cell were imputed to
that record.

In addition to unit nonresponses there were item
nonresponses, ltem nonresponse is defined as no in-
formation available on a particular item even though
the questionnaire was complete enough to be considered
a unit response. In general item nonresponse rates
were very low--less than 1 percent, Most of the item
nonresponses were imputed on the basis of informa-
tion available elsewhere on the birth certificate or
questionnaire. For example, a mother's age as re-
corded on the birth certificate was used to compute
her year of birth when she had not completed that
questionnaire item. Other items with very low non-
response rates (less than 0.5 percent) were imputed
arbitrarily. Five items with fairly high nonresponse

Table IV. Number of mothers in sample and percent not responding by live-birth order and color
of mother: 1964-66 National Natality Survey
Color of mother
Total White All other
Live-birth order
Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
in not in not in not
sample responding sample responding sample responding
All birth orders-se=--=- 10,395 11,2 9,096 10.5 1,299 16.0
First-c-eesc-cmecrcoccmcancana" 3,009 11.3 2,734 10.8 275 16.0
Second-e=ceecmcccmccmcncnnnnan 2,596 10.6 2,315 9.6 281 18.1
Third-=ewem-cecmeacacncencan-n- 1,852 10.6 1,643 9.8 209 17.2
Fourth-ereecerceconcacacncnnn- 1,208 10.9 1,069 10.3 139 15.8
Fifth or higher-----c--cc-c---- 1,730 12,8 1,335 12,4 395 13.9
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rates were imputed in the computer by procedures
similar to those used for unit imputation on the basis
of matrices designed specifically for each item. Com-
pleted weeks of pregnancy was imputed by using
birth weight and color; expectation of more children
by using age of mother and live-birth order; number
of children expected by using age of mother and
whether any children were expected; education of
father by using age of father and education of mother;
and family income by using age and education of
father,

Item nonresponse rates for variables shown in
this report are given in table V,

Estimation

Published statistics based on the survey are
national estimates prepared by the use of a poststrat-
ified ratio estimation procedure. The purpose of
ratio estimation is to take into account available rel-
evant information, thereby reducing the variability of
the estimate. The relevant information used in the
1964-66 National Natality Survey was age and color of
mother and live-birth order of child. Thesethree items
are recorded on the birth certificate, and statistics
showing the national totals (based on a S0-percent
sample) are published annually inVital Statistics of the
United States,

Table V. Item nonresponse rates for variables
shown in this report: 1964-66 National Na-
tality Survey

Item Number Percent

On birth certificate
base—~10,395 legitimate

births
Age of mother------m-ccwwno-- 3 0.0
Color of child-------=mr=e-- 9 0.1
Live-birth order-==---=----- 242 2.3
On questionmaire

base—9,23Z2 unit responses
Health insurance coverage:

Physician bills during
Pregnancy---====~-==-a==---- 17 0.2
Physician bills for

delivery of baby----=------ 19 0.2
Hospital bills at time -

of delivery-----=-meceemnax 5 0.2
Employment of mother

during pregnancy=--==~m===-~- 13 0.1
Education of mother--------- 15 0.2
Education of father--------- 78 0.8
Family income---=m=-w=mm——a- 231 2.5

The birth certificates were first checked to be
certain that these items were complete on all records.
When they were not, the items were imputed by hand,
taking advantage of the information available on the
questionnaire if the mother was a respondent and of
all other items on the birth certificate if the mother
was a nonrespondent, It was necessary to impute
color of mother for seven records, age of mother for
three records, and live-birth order for 242 records.

All certificates were classified as belonging in
one of the following 24 groups:

Live~birth
Group Color and age order
White
1 Under 20 years 1
2 Under 20 yeaxs 2+
3 20-24 years 1
4 20-24 years 2
5 20-24 years 3+
6 25-29 years 1
7 25-29 years 2
8 25-29 years 3-4
9 25-29 years 5+
10 30-34 years 1-2
11 30~34 years 3-4
12 30-34 years 5+
13 35 years and over 1-4
14 35 years and over 5+
All other
15 Under 20 years 1
16 Under 20 years 2+
17 20-24 years 1-2
18 20-24 years 3+
19 25-29 years 1-2
20 25-29 years 3=4
21 25-29 years 5+
22 30-34 years 1-4
23 30-34 years 5+
24 35 years and over All

For each group the ratio of the number of births in
the United States in 1964, in 1965, and in 1966, esti-
mated from a 50-percent sample and published in Vifal
Statistics of the United States for each of these years,
to the number of births selected for the National
Natality Survey sample in each year was calculated,
These 24 ratios for each year were the sample weights
used in estimating national totals, In addition, for
each of the same 24 groups the ratio of births in the
United States during the combined 3 years to the
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number of births selected in the National Natality
Survey during the 3 years was calculated so that
statistics could be published on the annual average
number of births in 1964-1966.

The effect of the ratio adjustment is to make the
estimates from the National Natality Survey sample
consistent with the estimate based on the 50-percent
sample for each of the groups used in the estimation
procedure, However, since data published from the
1964-66 National Natality Survey refer only to legit-
imate births, the published statistics are not the same
as those in Vital Statistics of the United States, which
refer to all births,

Estimates of characteristics are produced from
the sample using the following formula:

, 2% x
X/ =Y F %
i=1
where
X' is the estimate of the number of births with
a particular characteristic: in group i,
x is the count of sample births with the char-
acteristics in group i1, -
¥; is the count of all sample births in group ;,
and
Y, is the total number of births in group i,
based on the S0~percent sample.

Reliability of Estimates

Since the statistics derived from this survey
are estimates based on a sample, they may differ
from the figures that would have been obtained had
a total count been made using the same questionnaire
and procedures,

The probability design of the sample for the sur-
vey makes possible the calculation of sampling errors,
The standard error is a measure of the sampling
variation that occurs by chance because only a sam-
ple rather than the entire population is surveyed. The
chances are about 68 out of 100 that an estimate from
the sample differs from the value for the entire popu-
lation by less than the standard ‘error. The chances
are about 95 out of 100 that the difference is-less than
twice the standard error and about 99 out of 100 that
the difference is less than three times the standard
error,

Estimates of sampling variability for the sta-
tistics derived from this survey were based on 20
ragdom half-sample replications, This technique
yields overall variability through observation of var-
iability among-random subsamples of the total sample,
It reflects both the error that arises from sampling
and a part of the measurement error, but it does not
measure any systematic biases in the data, A general
discussion of the development and evaluation of a

replication technique for estimating variance is pub- -’

lished elsewhere, 22 However, the procedures and
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computations required to estimate variance by this
method in the natality survey are briefly described
below.

Each record from the entire file of records in
the survey was assigned systematically to a random
group between 1 and 40. Twenty pairs of random
groups were created from these groups. A half sam-
ple was formed by randomly selecting one group from
each of the 20 pairs. This process was repeated until
20 "replicate half samples" were formed from which
variance estimates were derived, The composition of
the 20 half samples was determined by an orthogonal
plan,

After the composition of each of the half samples
was determined, all the estimation procedures used to
produce the final estimates for the entire sample
were applied separately to each of the resulting half
samples.

An estimated variance S,f/ of an estimated
statistic x* of the parameter X is obtained by
applying the following formula:

Sirds £ xl- ¥
where

x’ is the estimate of X based on the entire

sample, and )
x7{ is the estimate of X based on half sam-
ple i.

Rules to determine the approximate standard
errors for estimates presented in this report are as
follows:

1. Estimates of aggregates: Approximate standard
errors for estimates of aggregates, such asthe
number of mothers who have health insurance
coverage for maternity care, are given in table
VI

2. Estimates of percentages in a percent distri-
bution: Approximate standard errors for esti-
mated percentages, such as the proportion of
mothers who have health insurance coverage
for maternity care to all mothers, are deter-
mined in one of two ways, depending on the
source of the base of the percentage, asfollows:

a, When the denominator is an estimate from
the sample which was not one of the ratio
estimation classes shown on pages 45-46 the
approximate standard errors for l-year
data are given in table VII and for 3-year
data in table VIII.

b. When the denominator is one of the 24
ratio estimation cells and is therefore not
subject to sampling error, the relative
standard error of the percentage is equi-
valent to the velafive standard error of
the numerator, which can be obtained
directly from table VI,



Table VI. Approximate standard errors for estimates of aggregates shown in this r

data and for 3-year data: 1964-66 National Natality Survey

eport for l-year

l-year data 3-year data
Seasiys | seamsara | Relotive | seansang
error error
10,000 == m - = e e a * * 19.6 1,960
15,000 m e e e e e e * * 14.8 2,220
20,000 = e e e e * e 12.2 2,440
25,000~ == mmm e e e 19.2 4,798 10.9 2,725
30,000~ = e e e e 13.2 6,603 7.5 3,750
75,000 == e mm e e e e e eas 10.6 7,923 6.0 4,500
100,000 == =~ mmm m e e e 8.6 8,645 4.9 4,910
150,000~ == e o e e e el 6.9 10,300 3.9 5,850
200,000~ == e e e e e 5.8 11,621 3.3 6,600
250,000m === mmmmmmmm o mmm e m e oo 5.1 12,633 2.9 7,175
300,000 === m e e e e 4.5 13,364 2.5 7,590
500,000= =~ === mmm e e caee 3.6 17,783 2.Q 10,100
700,000~ v e e e e e 3.2 22,308 1.8 12,670
1,000,000~ ~mmm~ oo el 2.3 23,241 1.3 13,200
Table VII. Approximate standard errors for percentages shown in this report for anmnual estimates
from l-year data: 1964-66 National Natality Survey
Estimated percent
Base of percentage 2 5 10 20 25 30 40
or or or or or or or 50
98 95 90 80 75 70 60
Standard error expressed in percentage point
30,000 - e e L 2,6 4.0 5.5 7.3 7.9 8.4 8.9 9.1
50,000 == cm e e el 2,0 3.1 4.2 5.7 6.1 6.5 6.9 7.1
100,000 -~ = m em e e el 1.4 2,2 3.0 4,0 4.3 4.6 4,9 5.0
250,000 - - - == e e e e 0,9 1.4 1.9 2,5 2.7 2.9 3.1 3.2
500,000 - cmmmm e e e 0.6 1.0 1.3 1.8 1.9 2.0 2,2 2,2
1,000,000 --==cocmmmee e meeal 0.4 0.7 0.9 1.3 1.4 1.4 1.5 1.6
2,000,000 e mmmm e el 0.3 0.5 0,7 0.9 1.0 1.0 1.1 1.1
3,000,000 - == o e e el 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.7 0.8 0.8 0.9 0.9
4,000,000 = e e el 0.2 0.3 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.7 0.8 0.8
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Table VIII.

Approximate standard errors for percentages shown in this report for annual averages

from 3-year data: 1964-66 National Natality Survey

Estimated percent
Base of percentage 2 5 10 20 25 30 40
or or or or or or or 50
98 95 20 80 75 70 60
Standard error expressed in percentage points
30,000==m-mcemmme e e m 1.5 2.3 3.2 4.2 4.6 4.8 5.2 5.3
50,000~=~m-mcmecm e e e 1.1 1.8 2.4 3.3 3.5 3.7 4.0 4,1
100,000~ s mmmmm e e e e 0.8 1.3 1.7 2.3 2.5 2.6 2.8 2.9
250,000~ =mmmmmemme e — e 0.5 0.8 1.1 1.5 1.6 1.7 1.8 1.8
500,000 ~=scmmcrmm e nc 4 0.6 0.8 1.0 Ll.1 1.2 1.3 1.3
1,000,000 -==~c-vcmcmemnm e e e 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.7 0.8 0.8 0.9 0.9
2,000,000~==-rmevcmemmre e e 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.6 0.6 0.6
3,000,000~ ~cencomecm e e 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5
4,000,000~ ==-=cmmemmrm e 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.5

3. Difference between two sample estimates:
The standard error of a difference is approxi-
mately the squaf'e root of the sum of .the
squares of the standard errors of the two esti~
mates, This formula will represent the actual
standard error quite accurately for the differ-
ence between separate and uncorrelated char-
acteristics although it is only aroughapproxi-
mation in cases where the characteristics are
correlated,

In addition to sampling errors survey results are
subject to errors in conceptual formulation, ambiguities
in definitlons as the wording of questious, biases due
to nonresponse or incomplete response, and errors
incoding, editing, and tabulation, There is no way of
computing the magnitude of these errors, However,
attempts were made to minimize them as much as
possible.

Errors in conceptual formulation and ambiguities
were reduced by pretesting the questionnaire before

the survey began, The steps taken to reduce biases
due to nonresponse were discussed in the sections on
data collection and imputation, Errors in coding and
editing were reduced by verification and the consis-
tency and interval checks discussed in the section
on processing the data. Errors in tabulation were
reduced, if not eliminated, by carefully cross checking
the tabulations and by comparing data from this sur-
vey with data from other sources when available,

Rounding of Numbers

The original tabulations on which the data in this
report are based show figures to the nearest whole
unit. In the published tables estimates of aggregates
are rounded to the nearest thousand although they
are not necessarily accurate to that detail, All per-
centages, ratios, and averages were computed using
unrounded figures,

(o) oNe]
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APPENDIX |l

DEFINITIONS OF CERTAIN TERMS USED IN THIS REPORT

Terms Related to Data Derived From
the Birth Certificate

Age of father,— Age of father is recorded or
derived from entries on the birth certificate. In this
report, age categories such as "under 20" and "'20-24"
are used in place of individual years,

Age of mother,—Age of mother is recorded or
derived from entries on the birth certificate, In this
report, the same age categories were used as for
fathers.

Birth weight,—In almost all cases birth weight
was recorded on the birth certificate in pounds and
ounces, It was converted into grams by making 1
pound equal to 454 grams,

Legitimacy status,—For the reporting States legiti-
macy is recorded or derived from the entry on the
birth certificate, For States not reporting legitimacy
on the birth record it is inferred from other evidence
on the certificate such as when mother, father, and
child all have the same last name and mother's
maiden name is different.

Live~bivih ovdey.—Live-birth order is derived
from entries on the birth certificate and refers to
the number of children born alive to the mother
including the sample child,

Coloy,~Color is recorded or derived from entries
on the birth certificate, The category "white' includes
white, Mexican, or Puerto Rican., The category "all
other" includes Negro, American Indian, Chinese,
Japanese, Aleut, Eskimo, Hawaiian, or part-Hawaiian,

Race,~Race is recorded or derived from entries
on the birth certificate. For this report, race is
divided into two main categories—'white' and '"all
other." These categories correspond with those for
color. The category "all other" is subdivided into
'"Negro' and "other than white or Negro."

Regionofmother's vesidence,—States are grouped
into four regions which correspond to those usedby the
U.S. Bureau of the Census as follows:

Region States Included
Northeast ~mwn-~ - Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont,
Massachusetts, Rhode Island,
Connecticut, New York, New Jersey,
Pennsylvania

North Central -- Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Michigan,
Wisconsin, Minnesota; lowa,
Missouri, North Dakota,
South Dakota, Nebraska, Kansas

South -~--==cw-em Delaware, Maryland, District of
Columbia, Virginia, West Virginia,
North Carolina, South Carolina,
Georgia, Florida, Kentucky,
Tennessee, Alabama, Mississippi,
Arkansas, Louisiana, Oklahoma,
Texas

West vocwncanaan Montana,Idaho, Wyoming, Colorado,
New Mezxico, Arizona, Utah, Nevada,
Washington, Oregon, California,
Alaska, Hawaii

Place of mother’s vesidence,~—~Usual residence of
mother of infant is classified by location in metro-
politan or nonmetropolitan areas, Metropolitan areas
are standard metropolitan statistical areas (SMSA's)
defined by the U.S, Office of Management and Budget
and used by the U,S, Bureau of the Census, In New
England, metropolitan State economic areas are used
in place of SMSA's,

Terms Related to Data Derived From
the Questionnaire

Level of education,—Level of education in this
report refers to the highest grade of regular school
completed, Regular school consists of elementary
school, high school, and college or university and
does not include trade or business schools. Data
are .derived from the answears to questions con-
cerning the highest grade of school attended and
whether or not that grade was completed,

Employment of mother during pregnancy.—The
categories "employed outside home at any time dur-
ing pregnancy' and "not employed outside home at
any time during pregnancy" are used to classify data
on employment status of mother, which are derived
from answers to the questions concerning whether
the mother was employed outside her home at any
time during her recent pregnancy and when she stopped
working before her baby was born.

Family income.— Family income refers to the
total money income received during the calendar
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year prior to the year of birth of the sample child
by the mother and all persons related to the mother
by blood, marriage. or adoption and living in the
household when the baby was born. Income from all
sources such as wages, salaries, unemployment com-
pensation, and help from relatives is included,

Fetal deaths,—Data on the number of fetal deaths
a mother has had are derived from responses to
two questions on the questionnaire. The first question
asks a mother if she has had any babies that were
born dead and the second question asks if she has
ever had a miscarriage. Responses to these questions
were added together to derive the number of fetal
deaths a mother has had.

Health insuwrance for wmaternity cave,— For pur-
poses of this survey health insurance for maternity
care is defined as any plan which is available to
pay for the medical or hospital expenses during the
pregnancy of the mother, The plan, in order to be
considered insurance, must be a formal one with
defined membership and benefits, The insuring or-
ganization may be either a nonprofit group or a
commerical group. The medical care which is pro-
vided to uniformed services personnel and their de-
pendents (Dependent Medical Care) is not considered
to be health insurance. Health insurance for mater-

nity care included the following categories in this
report:
Complete coverage.—Health insurance for mater-
nity care is defined as providing complete cover-
age when there was insurahce to pay the physician
bills for office visits or home calls during preg-
nancy, to pay the physician bills for delivery of
the baby, and to pay the bills for hospital care at
the time of delivery.
Paytial coverage,—Health insurance for maternity

care is defined as pro{riding partial coverage when

there was insurance to pay the bills for one or

two of the following items but not all three:
Hospital care and delivery,~This type of
health insurance refers to insurance for hos-
pital care at the time of delivery and insurance
for the physician bills for delivery of the baby,
Hospital care alone,~—This type of health
insurance refers to insurance for hospital
care only at the time of delivery of the baby,
Physician visits and hospital care,~This type
of health insurance refers to insurance for
office visits or home calls during pregnancy
and insurance for hospital care at the time
of delivery of the baby.

000
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1956 REVISION OF STANDARD CERTIFICATE

APPENDIX

i

SOURCE FORMS

Standard Certificate of Live Birth

STATE OF

CERTIFICATE OF LIVE BIRTH

BIRTH No.

Form approved.
Budget Bureau No. 86-R374.2.

GEO AN 6 -

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE—PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE

PHS-79 REV. 13-54

1.

PLACE OF RIRTH

a. COUNTY

2. USUAL RESIDENCE OF MOTHER
TATE

a, STA

{ Where does mother live?)
h. COUNTY

5. CITY. TOWN, OR LOCATION

¢, CITY, TOWN, OR LOCATION

¢. NAME OF {If not in hospital, give street address) d. STREET ADDRESS
HOSPITAL OR
INST: FUTION
d. 1S PLACE OF BIRTH INSIDE CITY LIMITS? ¢. IS RESIDENCE INSIDE CiTY LIMITS? 1. 15 RESIGENCE ON A FARM?
ves [ vod ves O} no [ ves [ no [
3. ?TAWM: First Middle Last

e or
81 print
Sla sex [se tismire Sb. IF TWIN OR TRIPLET, WAS CHILD BORN 3 D;FTE Afonth Day Year

singLe (] winJ TaipLer O 1510 200 2 BIRTH
7. NAME First Muddle Last B. COLOR OR RACE
e«
s
T
E 9 AGE (A! fime of this birth) 10, BIRTHPLACE (Stafe or foreign country) tla. USUAL CCCUPATION 116, KIND OF BUSINESS GR INDUSTRY
YEARS
o 12. MAIDEN NAME First Middle Last 13. CCLOR OR RACE
£
14 AcE (At time of this birth) 15 BIRTHPLACE (Stale or foreign coualry) 16. PREVIOUS DELIWERIES TO MOTHER (Do NOT include this birth)
YEARS a_Hew many b. How many GTHER chud- |c. How many fetal deaths
OTHER children | drem were bomn alise bul are | fetuaes harn dead ol

17. INFORMANT are now living! now dead? time after canceplion:®
18 MOTHER'S MAILING ADDRESS

182. SIGNATURE
1 hereby certify
that this child

18b. ATTENDANT AT BIRTH

Mo.[] p.o[] mowre]

OTHER (Specify)

was barn elice
on the date
stated abare.

182, ADDRESS

| 18d DATE SIGNED

19,

., DATE RECD. BY LOCAL REG.

20. REGISTRAR'S SIGNATURE

21. DATE ON WHICH GIVEN NAME ADDED

BY {Registrar)

FOR MEDICAL AND HEALTH USE ONLY
{ This section MUST be filled oul)

22a. LENGTH OF PREGNANCY

COMPLETED
WEEKS

2h,

WEIGHT AT BIRTH 23. LEGITIMATE

LB. OZ.

ves[J wo[J

{SPACE FOR ADDITION OF MEDICAL AND HEALTH ITEMS BY INDIVIDUAL STATES)
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1964-66 National Natality Survey Questionnaire

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE
PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20201

NATIONAL CENTER FOR
HEALTH STATISTICS

50

'—

The U. S. Public Health Service is conducting a national study of families
heving bables during 1966. In this study, we are particularly interested
in learning ebout the size and types of these families s a8 well as about
other family characteristics. This information is needed in order to
better understand the growth and changes teking place in our population.
Detailed and accurate informetion of this type is essential for intelligent
planning of programs to improve the Nation's health and welfare.

This national study will be based on information obtained from families
which were selected as a sample from among the 4 million families having a
baby during 1966. Your family was one of those selected. Please answer
the questions on the following peges and return this form in the enclosed
postage~free envelope.,

As you might expect, statistical accuracy requires that we receive your
reply and those of all of the other families in the study. You may be
assured that all information which you report sbout yourself and your family
will be kept completely confidential , in accordance with regulations of the
U. S. Public Health Service. Your cooperation in this study, which seeks
informetion of importance for the general welfare , 1s appreciated.

Sincerely youre,

vtz v/ .

Mgnroe G. Sirked, Ph. D.
Chief, Division of Health
Records Statistics

Name of Child

Date of Birth File Number




CONFIDENTIALITY has been assured the individua)l as published in the Federal Register May 20, 1939

Form Approved
Budfet Burenu No.68-R823

NATIONAL BIRTH SURVEY

PART |. INFORMATION ABOUT YOUR CHILDREN

In this part, we are interested in knowing about all of
the children which have ever been born to you, even if
they were by a previous marriage.

1. How many babies have you ever had? (Count all 4. Have you ever had any babies that were born
those that were born alive to you at any time.) dead?
1 04 O Oio or‘more ] No
D 2 Os D 8 Number (J YES ~How many have you ever ha(}?
D 3 D 6 D 9 Number
2. Have you ever had any children who have died?
5. had i iage?
(Do not count miscarriages or babies that were Have you ever had a miscarriage
born dead.) [ No
O ~o [J YES—+How many have you ever had?l
(0 YES—Please list below the name, sex, date Nomber
of birth, and date of death of each
such child. y
Name of child Sex Date of | Date of 6. After each birth, some couples feel that their
Birth Death families are completed, while others expect more
children. In your case, do you expect to have
more children?
[ Definitely yes How many more
“ children do you
3. Were any of your children living away from you (O Probably yes think you will
when your last baby was born? (For example, probably have ?
in the Armed Forces, living with relatives,etc.) d Probably no
[___] NO L___] Definitely no Number
D YES-+Please list below the name, sex, and
date of birth of each such child.
: Date of
Name of child Sex Birth
B 4423-15 Cane 2 (GO ON TO PART If) =

Sl




PART Il. INFORMATION ABOUT YOUR FAMILY

In this part, information is asked about the members of the family who
lived with you when your last baby was born.

your baby was born.

1. List below everyone who usually lived in your household at the time your last baby was born. Be sure
to list yourself, your husband (if he lived at home) and your newborn baby, as well as other children
and relatives living with you. Unrelated persons who lived with you, and children who were away at
school or college, should be listed. Do not include persons who lived away. (For example, persons
in the Armed Forces). Also, do not include persons who were only visiting temporarily at the time

Enter your name on the first line;
enter the names of every other
person who lived with you, including
your newborn baby, on the following
lines.

(First name) (Last name)

For each person, provide the information requested below.

Relationship to you
(husband, daughter,
son, father-in-law,
nephew, stepson,
adopted daughter,
etc)

Date of birth

Marital Status (for
persons 14 years
and older).

Married Divorced

Month-Day-Year | Widowed Separated

Single (never married)

Yourself

(If more space is needed, please continue on separate sheei)

2. Who was the head of your
household?

[] Your husband

(] Another person

|

Name of head

3. What was the total income of your family during 19657

(Include all income of all members ofthe family listed above even
if they were not living together during 1965. Include income from
all sources such as wages, salaries, unemployment compensation,
help from relatives, profits and fees from own business or farm,
welfare payments, Social Security payments, etc.)

D None

[} Under $1000
(] $1000 -~ $1999
(] $2000 - $2999

[ $3000 - $3999

[ $4000 - $4999
[C] $5000 - $6999
] $7000 - $9999
(7 $10,000 - $14,999

O $15,000 or over.

PHS- 4425~ 19 (Page 3)
REV. 3/66
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PART ill. INFORMATION ABOUT YOURSELF
AND YOUR HUSBAND PART lll. Con.

In this part, information is requested about 4
you and your husband.

1. Is this your first marriage ?

J ves

. What was the highest grade (or year) of regular
school that your husband ever attended?

(Circle highest grade attended)

~ Please give the date of None---+-emccmaccno .. 0
your marriage. Elementary----------u-- 12345678
High School-~-cmcaueaaao 1234
1 College-------cccmmmomao 12345 6+
Month Day Year

4a, Did he finish this grade? [JYES [J NO

PART IV. INFORMATION ON

D NO Please give the date of HEALTH INSURANCE
\ your first marriage. In this part, we are interested in finding out whether
you were covered by healthinsurance atany time dur-
Month Day " Year ing your recent pregnancy. Please report on eachkind

of health insurance protection which you had, whether
or not the insurance was used.

1. During your recent pregnancy, did you have health
insurance to pay for doctor's bills for office
visits or home calls?

Please give the date of
present marriage.

ES
Month Day Year Oy Do

2. Did you have health insurance to pay for hospital
care at the time of delivery?

2. Were you employed outside your home at any

time during your recent pregnancy? (O vEs ] Nno
{J vEs — When did you stop working before 3. Did you have health insurance to pay for the
your baby was born? doctor's bill for delivery of your baby?

O w~o

ES N
Month Day Year D Y 0 ~o

PART V. PERSON COMPLETING
3. What was the highest grade (or year) of regular THIS FORM
school that you ever attended?

X . Name of person completing this form
(Circle highest grade attended)
None----o-coomcooae e 0 Address
Elementary--------w----- 123456178
High School---=c-ceccaua. 1234
College-v---cmcoemmeaae. 123456+
Telephone
3a. Did you finish this grade? [JYES [J NO N umge .
COMMENTS:

PHS- 4425- 19 (Page 4)

REV. 3/66 GPD 905-486

33




Series 1.

Sevies 2.

Series 3.

Series 4.

Series 10.

Series 11.

Series 12,

Series 13.

Series 14.

Series 20.

Series 21,

Series 22,

VITAL AND HEALTH STATISTICS PUBLICATION SERIES

Formerly Public Health Service Publication No. 1000

Programs and collection procedures.— Reports which describe the general programs of the National
Center for Health Statistics and its offices and divisions, data collection methods used, definitions,
and other material necessary for understanding the data.

Data evaluation and methods reseavch.—Studies of new statistical methodology including: experi-
mental tests of new survey methods, studies of vital statistics collection methods, new analytical
techniques, objective evaluations of reliability of collected data, contributions to statistical theory.

Analvtical studies.—Reports presenting analytical or interpretive studies basedon vital and health
statistics, carrying the analysis further than the expository types of reports in the other series.

Documents and committee reports.—Final reports of major committees concerned with vital and
health statistics, and documents such as recommended model vital registration laws and revised
birth and death certificates.

Data from the Health Intevview Survev,—Statistics on illness, accidental injuries, disability, use
of hospital, medical, dental, and other services, and other health-related topi¢s, based on data
collected in a continuing national household interview survey.

Data from the Health Examination Survey.~~Data from direct examination, testing, and measure-
ment of national samples of the civilian, noninstitutional population provide the basis for two types
of reports: (1) estimates of the medically defined prevalence of specific diseases in the United
States and the distributions of the population with respect to physical, physiological, and psycho-
logical characteristics; and (2) analysis of relationships among the various measurements without
reference to an explicit finite universe of persons,

Data from the Institutional Population Surveys —Statistics relating tothe health characteristics of
persons in institutions, and their medical, nursing, and personal care received, based on national
samples of establishments providing these services and samples of the residents or patients.

Data from the Hospital Discharge Survey,—Statistics relating to discharged patients in short-stay
hospitals, based on a sample of patient records in a national sample of hospitals,

Data on health vesources: manpowey and facilities. —Statistics on the numbers, geographic distri-
bution, and characteristics of health resources including physicians, dentists, nurses, other health
occupations, hospitals, nursing homes, and outpatient facilities.

Data on mortality,—Various statistics on mortality other than as included in regular annual or
monthly reports—special analyses by cause of death, age, and other demographic variables, also
geographic and time series analyses.,

Data on natality, mavriage, and divorce,~Various statistics on natality, marriage, and divorce
other than as included in regular annual or monthly reports—special analyses by demographic
variables, also geographic and time series analyses, studies of fertility.

Data from the National Natality and Movtality Surveys,— Statistics on characteristics of births
and deaths not available from the vital records, based on sample surveys stemming from these
records, including such topics as mortality by socioeconomic class, hospital experience in the
last year of life, medical care during pregnancy, health insurance coverage, etc.

For a list of titles of reports published in these series, write to: Office of Information

National Center for Health Statistics
Public Health Service, HSMHA
Rockville, Md. 20852
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