U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE

ABRAHAM RIBICOFF, SECRETARY

PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE
LUTHER L. TERRY, SURGEON GENERAL

VITAL STATISTICS OF THE
UNITED STATES

1959

VOLUME 1

INTRODUCTORY TEXT AND RELATED TABLES

GENERAL TABLES FOR HAWAII, PUERTO RICO, AND VIRGIN ISLANDS’
Marriage, Divorce, Natality, Fetal Mortality, and Mortality Statistics

GENERAL TABLES FOR UNITED STATES AND EACH STATE

Marriage, Divorce, Natality, Fetal Mortality, and Infant Mortality Statistics
" Births and Deaths for Counties and Urban Places

| K7
L] gf"‘
7%
g >
oINS

}4
R
g
'i\!:.‘

P EL]

. 5‘!;
3¢
L]

@
9.
14

For Sale by the Superintendent of Documents, U. S. Government Printing Office, Washington 25, D. C. - Price $4.50




NATIONAL CENTER FOR HEALTH STATISTICS
FORREST E. LINDER, Pu. D., Director

NATIONAL VITAL STATISTICS DIVISION
formerly NATIONAL OFFICE OF VITAL STATISTICS

0. K. SAGEN, Pu. D., Chief
RoserT D. Grove, Pu. D., Assistant Chief
. Mownroe G. SirkeN, Pu. D., Actuarial and Surveys Branch
J. K. Knxex, Conference and Training Branch
Hucu Carter, Pu.D., Marriage and Divorce Statistics Branch
Liruian Gurarnick, Mortality Statistics Branch
Josepu Scuacurer, Natality Statistics Branch
HazeL V. AuNg, Registration Methods Branch
Marvin C. TempLETON, Statistical Operations Branch
MyrtLe E. Burcporr, Administrative Officer
Wittiam C. HupEerson, Program Management Officer

Joun Storck, Pr. D., Staff Assistant



PREFACE

This is one of two volumes presenting final vital statistics for the United
States (including Alaska), Hawaii, the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, and the Virgin
Islands (U.S.) for the year 1959. Their subject matter consists of vital events that
occurred in these areas during the year—marriages, divorces, births, fetal deaths,

infant deaths, and deaths among the general population—presented as follows:

VOLUME 1

Introductory text and related tables

General tables—marriage, divorce, natality, fetal mortality, and mor-
tality statistics for Hawaii, Puerto Rico, and Virgin Islands

General tables—marriage, divorce, natality, fetal mortality, and infant mor-
tality statistics for the United States and each State; births and deaths

for counties and urban places

VOLUME II

General tables—mortality statistics for the United States and each State

In using statistics from either volume, it is recommended that reference be made to

the text in Volume I which describes the sources and characteristics of the data.

III
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FIGURE (-1

FLOW OF VITAL RECORDS AND STATISTICS IN

THE UNITED

STATES

RESPONSIBLE FETAL DEATH
PERSON OR BIRTH CERTIFICATE | DEATH CERTIFICATE CERTIFICATE NOTIFIABLE DISEASE NG MARRIAGE RECORD ANNULMENT
AGENCY (Stillbirth) REPORT ALS RECORD
Completes entire 1. Completes medical 1. Receives application
. certificate in consul- certification and Certifies to the cause Reports each case by for marriage license,
Physician tation with parent(s). signs certificate, of fetal death and telephone or by mail
or Other Files certificate with signs certificate. Re- on special form to 2, Verifies information
Professional local registrar of . Returns certificate turns it to funeral di- local or state health from serological
Attendant district in which to funeral director. rector. department. tests,
birth occurs, Clerk of Local
Government 3. Issues marriage li-
cense.
. Obtains personal 1. Obtains facts about 4. Sends completed rec-
facts about the de- the fetal death. ord of marriage to
ceased. State registrar.
2. Takes certificate to
Takes certificate to physician for entry
Funeral physician for medi- of causes of fetal 1
Director cal certification. death. » Performs the mar-
riage ceremony.
Delivers completed 3. Delivers completed Marriage
certificate to local certificate to local Officiant 2. Certifles to facts of
registrar and obtains registrar and obtains marriage and sends
burial permit. burial permit. the record to license
clerk.
. Verifies complete- 1. Verifies complete- 1. Provides form for
ness and accuracy. ness and accuracy. report to petitioner
Makes copy, ledger Makes copy, ledger or attorney, or uses
Verifies complete- entry, or index for entry, or index for petition for decree to
ness and accuracy. local use. Sends local use, Sends make entries on such
Local Remstrar Makes copy, ledger certificates to local certificates to local form.
fg‘ entry, or index for health department or health department or Clerk Lo
. ok local use. Sends to State registrar. to State registrar. of 2. Verifies entries on
Vital Statistics certificates to local Court returned form.
health department or . Issues burial permit 2. Issues burial permit .
to State registrar, to funeral director. to funeral director. 3. g‘:};’s final decree
. Verifies returns of 3. Venfies returns of 4. Sends completed re-
burial permits, burial permts. port to State regis-
. . . trar.
1. Enters personal facts
City or County 1. Uses certificates in allocating medical and nursing services, follow up of infectious diseases, Attorney for relative to spouses.
Health planning programs, and measuring effectiveness of activities. Petitioner 2, Returns form to clerk
Department 2. Forwards certificates and case reports to State registrar, ’ of court

State Health
Department
Bureau of
Vital Statistics

)

(R YRS

agencles or groups
4. Prepares transcripts or microfilm copies of birth, death, and fetal death certificates, and summary reports
of marriage, divorce, and notifiable disease records for transmission to National Office of Vital Statistics.

. Queries incomplete or inconsistent information,
. Mauntans files for permanent reference and source of certified copies.
. Compiles statistics for State and civil divisions of State for use of the health department and other interested

Public Health
Service
National Office
of
Vital Statistics

-

1. Prepares and publishes national statistics of births, deaths, fetal deaths, marriages, divorces, and notifiable

diseases for official and voluntary consumers.
. Publishes analyses of data as they relate to public health and social problems.
. Provides services needed to foster more complete and uniform registration.

w N

NOTE.~In some States certificates of birth, death,and fetal death and reports of notifisble diseases are not routed through local health departments; in others,

at the State level.

there 18 no central file for marriage and divorce records




Vital Statistics of the United States
 INTRODUCTION

SECTION - 1. SOURCES, HISTORY, ICLASSIFICATION,' AND INTERPRETATION OF DATA

Although this report is similar in coverage to that
issued for 1958 several differences warrant mention.

Alaska officially became a State of the United States on
January 3, 1959, Therefore, statistics for Alaska are in-
cluded with those for the other States in 1959. The popu-
lation of Alaska comprises a very small percentage of the
total United States population. Consequently, the com-
parability of most vital statistics for the United States is

-not gignificantly affected. For the statistics shown by in-

dividual States exactly coniparable figures can be obtained
by subtracting the Alaska data for 1959 from the United
States totals or, in most cases, adding the Alaska data for
1958 and earlier years to the United States totals for the
corresponding years. \

Several new tables appear in this report. Table 36
gives data on illegitimate live births by birth order. Table
38 gives statistics for live births of firstand second orders
by month and other characteristics. Tables 41 and 42 give
data on live births by age of father cross-tabulated with other
characteristics. Statistics of plural births based on matched
records are notavailable for 1959, However, tables 31, 32,
and 33 provide data on single and plural births by several
characteristics. Table 65 in Volume II gives statistics of
deaths by marital status and other characteristics, .

The rate tables give data for varying periods—some
only for recent years and others back to the earliest year
for which data are available. In many cases statistics for
earlier years will be found in preceding reports of this

_ series, particularly in Volume I of Vifal Statistics of the
" United States, 1950. ’

SOURCES OF DATA

Birth, death, and fetal death statistics

All tabulations for 1959 on live births, deaths, and fetal
deaths, with the exceptions noted in the next paragraphs,
are based on information from transcripts or microfilm
copies of the original certificates. These copies were re-
ceived from the registration offices of all States, certain
cities, the District of Columbia, and Hawaii, Puerto Rico,

and the Virgin Islands. The statistical information on

"these records was edited, classified, placed on punchcards,

and tabulated in the National Office of Vital Statistics
(NOVS).

The 1959 statistics on live births for California, Geor-
gia, Michigan, and New York City were produced by a
somewhat different procedure. The State vital statistics
offices coded the information on their certificates accord-

.ing to the rules followed in the National Office of Vital Sta-

tistics. From the punchcards prepared for their own use,

‘the State offices reproduced the information required for

national tabulations on punchcard forms supplied by the
National Office. The reproduced punchcards were verified

in the National Office by reference to microfilm copies of

the original certificates and were then tabulated with the

.cards prepared for all of the other States.

A similar procedure was followed in the case of
punched cards for 1959 deaths supplied by the California
and Michigan State vital statistics offices.

The statistics in this report cover only events occur-
ring within the reporting areas. Deaths of, and births to,
American nationals that occurred in other parts of the
world are excluded. Events occurring to foreign nationals
within the United States are included.

Marriage and divorce statistics

Marriage statistics for 1959 are based on reports

from State registration offices, local officials, the District
of Columbia, and Hawaii, Puerto Rico, and the Virgin
Islands. For States or areas for which numbers of mar-

riages are not available, numbers of marriage licenses

are used as the nearest approximations to marriages.
Marriage statistics on personal characteristics are based
on tabulations received from the registration offices of
States in the marriage-registration area.

Divorce statistics for 1959 are based on reports
from those State registration offices which maintain central
registers of divorces, from other sources in a few addi-
tional States, from the District of Columbia, and from

" Hawaii, Puerto Rico, and the Virgin Islands. The number

1-1
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of reports received in the National Office of Vital Statistics
varies from year to year. National totals are estimated.
Whenever reported, annulments are included in State figures.

Divorce statistics on detailed characteristics are
based on tabulations received from registration offices of
States in the divorce-registration area.

Notifiable disease statistics

Tabulations of notifiable diseases are limited to the
numbers of cases of certain infectious diseases which are

FIGURE

INTRODUCTION .

reported to the Public Health Service by the State depart-
ments of health.

Standard certificates

Standard certificates of live birth, death, and fetal
death, issued by the National Office of Vital Statistics, have
served for many years as the principal means for gaining
uniformity in the content of the documents used to collect
information on these events. They have been modified in
each State to the extent made necessary by the particular

-2

CERTIFICATE OF LIVE BIRTH

STATE OF BIRTH No
| PLACE OF BIRTH 2 USUAL RESIDENCE OF MOTHER ( Where does mother live?)
a. COUNTY a. STATE b. COUNTY

0. CITY, TOWN. OR LOCATION

¢ CITY, TOWN, OR LOCATION

GPO 1955 O - 335373

18 MOTHER'S MAILING ADDRESS

18a SIGNATURE
1 hereby certify
that thig chaid

186 ATTENDANT AT BIRTH

p o ] mMiDwIFE[]

OTHER (Specyfy)

v oo [

wes born alwe
on the date
stated aboge.

18¢ ADDRESS

¢. NAME OF (If not in hospital, gie street address) d STREET ADDRESS
HOSPITAL OR
INSTiTUTION
d. IS PLACE OF BIRTH INSIDE CITY LIMITS? €. 15 RESIDENCE INSIDE CITY LIMITS? /. 1S RESIDENCE ON A FARM?
ves [ No [ ves (] No [J ves [ No (J
3 NAME First Middle Last
(Type or
g print)
Sla sex 5a THIS BIRTH 5b IF TWIN OR TRIPLET, WAS CHILD BORN 6 D(;‘«:E Month Day "ear
sINGLE (] Twin [ TRIPLET [ 1st(J 20 ] 30[] BIRTH
7 NAME Furst Mddle Layt 8 COLOR OR RACE
5] 3
[ [}
3 E
E <19 AGE (Al fime of this birth) 10 BIRTHPLACE (State or foreign country) 1ia USUAL OCCUPATION 116 KIND OF BUSINESS OR INDUSTRY
= YEARS
&
Iél o 12 MAIDEN NAME Furst Middle Last 13 COLOR OR RACE
[
Q T
a - -
E g 14 AGE (At time of this birth) 15 BIRTHPLACE (State or foreign country) 16 PREVIOUS DELIVERIES TO MOTHER (Do NOT include thes birth)
Z YEARS a How many b How many OTHER chul- Jc How many fetal deaths
A OTHER children | dren were born aliwe but are |(fetuses born dead at AN Y
n 17 INFORMAMT are now loingl now dead? time after conceplion)?
[
=]
g
oy
<4
3
o
el
=)
2

18¢ OATE SIGNED

19 DATE RECD BY LOCAL REG 20 REGISTRAR'S SIGNATURE

21 DATE ON WHICH GIVEN NAME ADDED

BY {Regisirar)

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

22g LENGTH OF PREGNANCY 22b WEIGHT AT BIRTH
COMPLETED

WEEKS Le 0z

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

23 LEGITIMATE

YES []

~o [

PHS-796 REV 11-54

(SPACE FOR ADDITION OF MEDICAL AND HEALTH ITEMS BY INDIVIDUAL STATES)




SOURCES, HISTORY, CLASSIFICATION, AND INTERPRETATION

needs of the State or by special provisions of the State vital
statistics law. However, the certificates of most States
conform closely, in content and arrangement, to the stand-
ard certificates,

The first issues of the standard certificates of birth-

and death appeared shortly before the formation of the reg-
istration areas. Since then, they have been revised period-
ically by the national vital statistics agency, in consultation
with State health officers and registrars; Federal agencies
concerned with vital statistics; national, State, and county
medical societies; and others working in the fields of pub-

FIGURE
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lic health, social welfare, demography, and insurance. This
revision procedure has assured careful evaluation of each
item in terms of its current and future usefulness for reg-
istration, identification, legal, medical, and research pur-
poses. New items have been added when necessary, and old
items have been modified to ensure better reporting or in
some cases dropped when their usefulness appeared to be
limited. T

The most recent revisions of the standard certificates
of live birth and death occurred in 1955. They were made
in close collaboration with the Public Health Conference on

-3

CERTIFICATE OF DEATH

wipowep [}

BIRTH No. STATE OF STATE FILE NO.
1. PLACE OF REATH 2. USUAL RESIDENCE { Where d d lived. If institution: Resid before admission)
a. COUNTY a. STATE b. COUNTY
F b. CITY. TOWN, OR LOCATION - ¢. LENGTH OF STAY IN b c. CITY, TOWN, OR LOCATION
2 d. NAME OF (If not in hospital, give street address) d. STREET ADDRESS
EY HOSPITAL OR
'.'. INSTITUTION
2
F] e. 1S PLACE OF DEATH INSIDE CITY LIMITS? e. IS RESIDENCE INSIDE CITY LIMITS? J. 1S RESIDENCE ON A FARM?
ves(J wno[] ves[J wo[d ves[1 noJ
3. NAME OF Firat Middle Last 4. DATE Month Day Year
DECEASED OF
(Type or print) , DEATH
5. SEX 6. COLOR OR RACE |7 maRrigp [ NEVER MARRiED [ ]| 8- DATE OF BIRTH

pivorcep [

9. AGE (In years | IF UNDER | YEAR lIF UNDER 24 HRS.
last birthday) YMonthe | Dows | Hours | Min.,

during most of working life, even if retired)

10a. USUAL OCCUPATION {Give kind of work done {10b. KIND OF BUSINESS OR INDUSTRY

11. BIRTHPLACE (Stale or foreign country) 12. CITIZEN OF WHAT COUNTRY?

13. FATHER'S NAME

14. MOTHER'S MAIDEN NAME

15. WAS DECEASED EVER IN U.S. ARMED FORCES?

(Yes, no, or unknown) | (If ves, pive war ar dales of service)

16. SOCIAL SECURITY NO.

17. INFORMANT Address

18. CAUSE OF DEATH [Enter only one cause per line for (a), (b), and (c).]
PART 1. DEATH WAS CAUSED BY:
IMMEDIATE CAUSE (@)

INTERVAL BETWEEN
ONSET AND DEATH

-

1956 REVISION OF STANDARD CERTIFICATE

Conditions, if any, DUE TO (b)
which gave rise fo
above cguac ;e .
stating the under- . .
= lying cause lustl. DUE TO (o)
Q PART 1i. OTHER SIGNIFICANT CONDITIONS CONTRIBUTING TO DEATH BUT NOT RELATED TO THE TERMINAL DISEASE CONDITION GIVER IN PART i(a) . ;‘:éﬁ- gg;g;f\f
-
3 ves (1 no [
E 20a. ACCIDENT SUICIDE HOMICIDE | 20b. DESCRIBE HOW INJURY OCCURRED. (Enfer nature of injury in Part I or Port 11 of item 18.)
& O o - 0
&} .
z 20c. TIME OF Hour Month, Day, Year ]
o INJURY 6. m.
a Pp. m.
l
E | 20d. INJURY OCCURRED 20¢. PLACE OF IRJURY (e. g., in or about home, | 20f. CITY, TOWN, OR LOCATION COUNTY STATE
WHILE AT [] NOTWHILE [ Jarm, factory, street, office bldg., etc.) '
WORK AT WORK .

d from , to

{5

21, I attended the d
Death occurred at

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

m on the date stated above; and to the best of my knowledge, from the causes stated. .

her .
and Jast saw him alive on

22¢. SIGNATURE (Degree or title)

22b. ADDRESS 22¢, DATE SIGNED

23a. BURIAL, CREMATION, 123b DATE

REMOVAL (Specify)

23¢. NAME OF CEMETERY OR CREMATORY

23d. LOCATION (City, town. or county) (State)

24. FUNERAL DIRECTOR ADDRESS

PHS-798 REV, 11/54

25. DATE RECD. BY LOCAL REG.

26. REGISTRAR'S SIGNATURE
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Records and Statistics and were recommended to the States
for adoption as of January 1, 1956,

The new standard certificates of live birth, death, and
fetal death are shown in figures 1-2, 1-3, and 1-4. The
major revision of the certificate of fetal death occurred in
1954 and was recommended as of January 1, 1955. How-
ever, additional changes were recommended in 1955 to
make the certificate conform to the new certificates of live
birth and death.

With a few exceptions, only minor changes in content

FIGURE

INTRODUCTION

and format were made in the 1956 revisions of the standard
certificates. In an effort to obtain more accurate desig-
nation for place of residence, the question ‘‘Is residence
inside city limits?’’ was added. Studies conducted in a few
States had indicated that this question helped to locate cor-
rectly the residence of persons living near cities but out-
side their corporate limits.

Another item, ‘‘Is residence on a farm?’’ was added to
serve several purposes. Federal and State agricultural
agencies wanted the information to assess the health status

1-4 :

CERTIFICATE OF FETAL DEATH!®

STATE OF STATE FILE No.
1. PLACE OF DELIVERY 2. USUAL RESIDENCE OF MOTHER (Where does mother live?)
a. COUNTY a. STATE b. COUNTY

8. CITY; TOWN, OR LOCATION

¢. CITY, TOWR, OR LOCATION

U. 8. GOVERNMENTY PRINTING OFFICE

¢. NAME OF (If not in hospital, give street address) d. STREET ADDRESS
HOSPITAL Ol
INSTITUTION
d. 1S PLACE OF DELIVERY INSIDE CITY LIMITS? €. IS RESIDENCE INSIDE CITY LIMITS? J. 1S RESIDENCE ON A FARM?
ves ] no [l ves [] no [ ves [ No [

3. NAMEE OF FETUS (If given)

4. SEX OF FETUS

I
£ maLE [] remaLe [ [7] UNDETERMINED
<«
I Se. THIS DELIVERY 5b. IF TWIN OR TRIPLET, WAS THIS FETUS DELIVERED 6. DATE OF (Month) (Day) (Year)
DELIVERY

=~ sineie[] Twin [] TRIPLET [ 1sT] 2p (] [

7. NAME First Middle Last 8. COLOR OR RACE

FATHER -
9. AGE (At tt;:lq of , 10. BIRTHPLACE (State or foreign country) | 11a. USUAL OCCUPATION 115, KIND OF BUSINESS OR INDUSTRY
wery
YEARS
12. MAIDEN First Middle Last 13. COLOR OR RACE
NAME

MOTHER
14. AGE (At time of
delicery)

YEARS

15. BIRTHPLACE (Stale or foreign country)

16. PREVIOUS DELIVERIES TO MOTHER (Do NOT include this fetus)

b. How many children | c. Flow many PREVIOUS felad
were born alive but deaths { fetuses born dead at

a. How many
children are

17. INFORMANT

now liring? are now dead? ANY time after conception)?

1955 REVISION OF STANDARD CERTIFICATE (Admended)

18a. LENGTH OF PREGNANCY 18b. WEIGHT OF FETUS 19. LEGITIMATE 20. WHEN DID FETUS DIE? 21. :VEf;!SFSgL%;SY
COMPLETED BEFORE DURING LABOR 7
WEEKS LB, oz ves[] no(J LABOR OR DELIVERY {] UNKNOWN [] ves[]1 no[J
2. PART i. FETAL DEATH WAS CAUSED BY: (Enter only one cause per line for (@), (b), and (c))
. IMMEDIATE
Fetal or maternal condition directly CAUSE (a)
causing fetal death (do not use such
CAUSE terms as stillbirth or prematurity).
OF Fetal and/or maternal conditions, if DUE TO (b)
FETAL any, GIVING RISE TO THE ABOVE CAUSE
(@) stating THE UNDERLYING CAUSE
DEATH 'LAST.
DUE TO (¢)
PART Il. OTHER SIGNIFICANT CONDITIONS of fetus or mother which may
have CONTRIBUTED to fetal death, but, in so far ag is known,
were not related to cause given in PART I (a).

I hereby certify
that this delivery oc-

232. ATTENDANT’S SIGNATURE (Specify if M. D., D. O., midwife, or other)

235. DATE SIGNED

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

REMOVAL (Specify)

curred on the date
stated above and the | 23c. ATTENDANT'S ADDRESS Ifnot 24, SIGNATURE OF AUTHORIZED OFFICIAL TITLE
fetus was born dead. attended by
physician
25a. BURIAL, CREMATION, 25H. DATE 25¢. NAME OF CEMETERY OR CREMATORY 25d4. LOCATION (City, town, or county) (State)

26, FUNERAL DIRECTOR ADDRESS

PHS-797 REV. 11-55

DATE REC'D BY LOCAL REG | REGISTRAR'S SIGNATURE

* Optional heading—CERTIFICATE oF FETAL DEATH (STILLBIRTH).
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Table 1-A. INCLUSION OF CHECK-BOX ITEMS FOR USUAL RESIDENCE ON CERTIFICATES OF BIRTH, DEATH, AND FETAL DEATH:
UNITED STATES, 1959

(In general, certificates containing check-box items on usual residence are those certificates revised since the 1956 revisions of the stendard

certificates. Data were ebstracted from copies of certificates
certificates used by the areas during all or part of 1959.

received in the National Office of Vital Statistics and include only those
Certificates revised in 1959 but not in use during the yesr are not included)

i e |rESIDENCE oN A FaRM T e ON ton. |FESIDENCE ON A PARM
TIFICATES OF — ON CERTIFICATES OF— TIFICATES OF — ON CERTIFICATES OF —
REGISTRATION AREA REGISTRATION AREA

B, [oesen |25 | TG [peemn (ocen Ers, [peen |Toiak |ETG, [pesen [Tk
Alabama X X Nevada X X X X X X
Alasks. X New Hampshire X
Arizona X X X X X X New Jersey
Arkansas X X X X X X New Mexico
California X X X X X X New York (excl. N.Y.C.) X X X X X X
Colorado X X X X X X New York City, N.Y.
Connecticut X X X X North Carolina X X X X X X
Delaware X X X X X X North Dakota X X X X X X
District of Columbia X X X X X X Ohio X X X X
Florida X X X X X X Okleshome. X X X X X X
Georgia X X X X X X Oregon
Idaho Penusylvania X X X X
Illinois X X X X X X Rhode Island X X X X
Indianse X X X X X X South Carolina X X X X X X
Towa X X X X X X South Dakota
Kansas X X X X X X Tennessee X X X X X X
Kentucky X X X X X X Texas X X X X X X
Louisiana X X X X X X Uteh X X X X X X
Maine X X X X X Vexrmont
Maryland (excl. Baltimore) X X X ‘ Virginia X X X X X
Beltimore, Md. X X Washingtbon X X X X X X
Messachusetts West Virginia X X X X X X
Michigan X X X Wisconsin X X X
Minnesota X X X X X X Wyoming X X X X X X
Mississippi X X X X
Missouri X X X X X X Hewaii X X X X X X
Montana X X X X X X Puerto Rico
Nebraska X X X Virgin Islands X X

of the farm population and to measure changes in its demo-
graphic characteristics. It seemed also that this item would
aid in correctly allocating place of residence of persons
living near but outside cities.

|  Table 1-A indicates the States that did and those that
did not include the check-box items on city and farm resi-
dence on all or part of the certificate forms used during
1959.

The wording of the cause-of-death item on the death
certificate was changed to improve its clarity. The sepa-
rate questions on operations were omitted,

The cause item on the fetal-death certificate was re-
vised to conform to the wording used on the death certifi-
cate.

A Standard Record of Marriage and a Standard Record
of Divorce or Amnulment (figures 1-5 and 1-6) were ap-
proved by the Public Health Service and Public Health Con-
ference on Records and Statistics in 1954 and have been
recommended for adoption in all States.

The items in these records were selected on the basis
of a questionnaire survey and discussions with State offi-
cials concerned with the registration and statistics of mar-
riages, divorces, and annulments, and persons working in
the fields of public health, medicine, social welfare, de-
mography, sociology, and insurance. The records will be
reviewed periodically with the cooperation of State regis-
tration and statistical officials and users of data on the
American family.
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HISTORY
Births, deaths, and fetal deaths

The first birth and death statistics published by the
Federal Government concerned events in 1850 and were
for the entire United States. These statistics were based
on information collected during the decennial census of that
year. Similar decennial collc-tions were made by census
enumerators at each census up to and including the census

INTRODUCTION

of 1900, but because of the time Interval between the oc-
currence of a birth or a death and the census enumeration,
these reports were inaccurate and incomplete.

In 1880 the Bureau of the Census established a national
‘‘registration area’’ for deaths. This original area con-
sisted of only two States-—Massachusetts and New Jersey—
the District of Columbia, and several large cities having
efficient systems for the registration of deaths, but by 1900
eight other States had been admitted. For the years 1880,
1890, and 1900, mortality data were received from the

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH. DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH
EDUCATICN, AND WELFARE (State)
Pubisc Health Ssrvice OF VITAL STATISTICS
TOUNTY (Division) STATE FILE NO.
STANDARD RECORD OF MARRIAGE
APPLICATION FOR MARRIAGE LICENSE GROOM
T. NAME &, (First) b. (Middle) c (Last) 2 DATE (Month) (Day) (Year)
OF
BIRTH
3. USUAL a. STATE b COUNTY 4. PLACE (State or foreign country)
RESIDENCE oF
BIRTH
€. CITY OR TOWN (If outside corporate [imits write RURAL and give township) 5 PREVIOUS
MAR | TAL NEVER LAST MARRIAGE ENDED BY.
STATUS MARR 1 ED DEATH D [VORCE ANNULMENT
6. NUMBER OF 7. COLOR OR RACE 8a USUAL OCCUPATION ab. KIND OF BUSINESS OR INDUSTRY
PREVIOUS
MARR | AGES WHITE  NEGRO  OTHER
= B
) wong L (specaty)
BRIDE
9a. NAME a. (Firsf) b. (Middle) ¢ (Last) 10 DATE (Month) (Day) (Year)
OF
BIRTH
9b. MAIDEN NAME
If DIFFERENT
11 USUAL a. STATE b COUNTY 12 PLACE (State or foreign country)
RESIDENCE oF
BIRTH
C- CITY OR TOWN (If outside corporate Jimits write RURAL and give township) 13 PREVIOUS
MARI TAL NEVER LAST MARRIAGE ENDED BY:
STATUS MARRIED DEATH D1VORCE ANNULMENT
]
14. NUMBER OF 15. COLOR OR RACE 16a. USUAL OCCUPATION 16b. KIND OF BUSINESS OR {NDUSTRY
PREV10US
MARR1AGES WHITE  NEGRO OTHER
] vone [ ¢specsfy)
DATE SIGNATURE (S) OF APPLICANT(S}
CERTIFICATION
DATE OF (Month) (Day) (Year) PLACE OF (County) (State)
MARR ) AGE MARR1 AGE
DATE OF RECORDING SIGNATURE AND TITLE OF OFFICIAL MAKING RETURN TO STATE DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH
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States and cities included in this expanding area, but birth
and death figures for the entire country were still com-
piled from the reports of census enumerators.

The annual collection of mortality statistics for the
registration area began with the calendar year 1900. In
1902 the Bureau of the Census, which had previously func-
tioned only in census years, was made a permanent agency
by an act of Congress. This act authorized the Director of
the Bureau of the Census to obtain, annually, copies of rec-
ords filed in the vital statistics offices of those States and

FIGURE
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cities having adequate death-registration systems. At that
time not all States had enacted laws requiring the registra-
tion of deaths, and in many States the existing laws were
poorly enforced. The important dates in the historical
development of birth and death registration in various
States and the year in which each State was admitted to the
national registration areas are given in table 1-B.

The death-registration area for 1900 consisted of 10
States, the District of Columbia, and a number of cities
located in nonregistration States. The registration area in

1-6

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH,
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE
Public Health Service

(State)

(Division)

COUNTY

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH
OF VITAL STATISTICS

STANDARD RECORD OF
[[]DIVORCE or [ | ANNULMENT

STATE FILE NO.

LOCAL FILE NO.

HUSBARD ‘
1. NAME a. (First) b. (Middle) c (Last) 2. DATE (Month) (Day) (Year)
OF
BIRTH
3. USUAL RESIDENCE a. (City) b. (County) c. (State) 4. PLACE (State or foreign country)
OF
BIRTH
5. NUMBER OF 6- RACE OR COLOR 74. USUAL OCCUPATION 7B, KIND OF BUSINESS OR INDUSTRY
THIS MARRIAGE
WHITE NEGRO OTHER
(specify)
WIFE
8! MAIDEN NAME a. (Pirst) b. (Middle) c. (Last) 9. DATE (Month) (Day) (Year)
oF
BIRTH
10. USUAL RESIDENCE 4. (City) b. (County) c. (State) 11. PLACE (State or forcign country)

OF
BIRTH

12. NUMBER OF
THIS MARRIAGE

13. COLOR OR RACE 148.

WHITE NEGRO OTHER

O 0O O (epecify)_____

USUAL OCCUPATION

L14b. KIND OF BUSINESS OR INDUSTRY

15. PLACE OF a, (County)

b. (State or foreign country)

16+ 7DATE OF (Month) (Day) (Year)

persons were divorced on:

THIS MARRIAGE
MARR { AGE
T7. NUMBER OF To. PLAINTIFF 6. DECREE GRANTED TO 20. LEGAL GROUNDS FOR DECREE
CHILDREN
UNDER 18 HUSBAND WIFE HUSBAND  WIFE
. DATE OF Month Da Year
I hereby certify that the above (Month) (Pay) (Year) RECORD ING ¢ ) oar) ¢ )

SIGNATURE OF COURT OFFICIAL

TITLE OF COURT OFFiICiAL
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1900 included 40.5 percent of the population of the conti-
nental United States. The original registration area was
predominantly urban and characterized by a high propor-
tion of white persons. If those reporting cities located in
nonregistration States are excluded, the population cover-

Table 1-B. IMPORTANT DATES IN THE HISTORY OF BIRTH AND
DEATH REGISTRATION: UNITED STATES

(See tables 1-D and 1-F for footnote references to several States)

RECORDS ON FILE ADMITTED TO
FOR ENTIRE AREA REGISTRATION AREA
AREA
Deaths Births Deaths Births
ALEDEMA -~ m e m e e e e 1908 1908 1825 1927
Alaska--- 1913 1913 1950 1950
Arizona-- 1809 1909 1826 1926
Arkansas—-- 1914 1914 1827 1927
Californife———eommccmme 1805 1905 1906 1919
Colorado-——-————————emmm e 1807 1307 1808 1928
Connecticut 1897 1897 1880 1915
Delaware —-—meemmmme e 1881 1881 1890 1921
District of Columbia 1855 1871 1880 1915
Ploridf-—m—mm—mmme e oo 1898 1899 1919 1924
Georgia - 1919 1919 1922 1928
Id8ho———r—~r e 1911 1911 1922 1926
I1linois——————semmm e 1916 1916 1918 1922
1900 1807 1900 1917
1880 1880 1923 1924
1911 1911 1914 1817
19011 1911 1911 1817
1914 1914 1918 1927
1892 1892 1900 1915
1898 1898 1206 1916
1841 1841 1880 1915
1867 1867 1800 1915
19800 1900 1910 1915
Mississippi 1912 1912 lgle 1921
Missouri - 1910 1910 1811 1927
Montana-——————-raua e 1907 1207 1910 1922
Nebraskaimewe— e e e e e 1805 1205 1820 1920
Nevada. 1911 1911 1929 1928
New Hampshire-—wcwe—oa—mcm—cenon 1850 1850 1890 1915
New Jersey--—c--———mmme e 1848 1848 1880 1921
New MeXico-w—~cmmmmmmemeeeem 1919 1919 1929 1929
New York. 1880 1880 1890 1915
North Carolina 1913 1813 1910 1917
North Dakotfw- e cmaoamoooo 1308 1908 1924 1924
Ohio 1909 13908 1909 1917
Oklehome. 1908 1908 1928 1928
Oregon. 1903 1903 1218 1919
Pernsylvania- 1906 1906 1906 1915
Rhode Island 1852 1852 1890 1915
South Carolina. 1915 1915 1916 1918
South Dakot@-mmeeecccomannoo 1905 1905 1908 1932
TenNessee —————~rme e o 1914 1914 1917 1927
Texes -- ——— 1903 1903 1933 1933
1205 1905 1910 1917
1857 1857 1890 1915
le12 1912 1913 1917
1907 1907 1908 1917
West Virginie 1917 1917 13825 1925
Wisconsin 1907 1207 1908 1917
Wyoming 1909 1809 1922 1922
Hawaii 1896 1896 1917 1929
Puerto Rico--——mmmooccmmmeeo 1931 1831 1932 1943
Virgin Islands—————-mecwcmoeeo 1918 1819 1924 1824

INTRODUCTION

age of the death-registration States is much lower, repre-
senting 26.2 percent of the total population of the United
States.

Inasmuch as it is more difficult to obtain accurate and
complete registration of births as compared with deaths,
the national birth-registration area was not established
until 1915, and no birth statistics were published by the
Bureau of the Census from 1900 to 1914. The original
birth-registration area of 1915 consisted of 10 States and
the District of Columbia. The growth of this area is indi-
cated in table 1-C,

Statistics of fetal deaths (the term “‘stillbirths’’ was
used for many years) were first published for the birth-
registration area in 1918. However, they were not included
in the reports issued for the succeeding 3 years. Beginning
with 1922, statistics of fetal deaths (stillbirths) have been
published each year for the birth-registration area and
from 1933 through 1958 for 48 States and the District of
Columbia. Alaska was added in 1959,

Table 1-C also presents for each year through 1933
the estimated midyear population of the United States and
the estimated midyear population of those States included
in the registration system. From 1933 through 1958 the
birth- and death-registration areas included 48 States and
the District of Columbia. Alaska was added in 1959. The
year in which each State was admitted to the birth-regis-
tration area is shown in table 1-D and to the death-regis-
tration area in table 1-E.

Prior to 1940 most of the national mortality tabula-
tions published by the Bureau of the Census were based on
data collected from the registration areas, but beginning
with 1940 all published material given in statistical series
for the United States prior to the completion of the death-
registration area in 1933 omits data for registration cities
located in nonregistration States, and includes only statis-
tics for the registration States. This change decreases the
mortality statistics coverage of the United States by the
exclusion of cities in nonregistration States, but it has its
advantages in that more reliable population estimates are
available for the registration States than for the registra-
tion areas. No change in coverage has been made for natal-
ity statistics since the birth-registration area at no time
included cities in nonregistration States.

Because of the growth of the areas for which data
have been collected and tabulated, a national series of geo-
graphically comparable data prior to 1933 can be obtained
only by estimation. Annual estimates of births have been
prepared by P. K. Whelpton for the period 1909 to 1934
(table 3-A in section 3). These estimates include an adjust-
ment for States not in the birth-registration area prior to
1933 and for underregistration. In conjunction with annual
estimates prepared by the National Office of Vital Statistics
for the period 1935 through 1959, they constitute a series
of data consistent with respect to geographic coverage and
registration completeness. Corresponding estimates for
deaths are not available. However, rates for the expanding
groups of death-registration States are approximations to
complete national rates, and general comparisons over a
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-
Table 1-C. GROWTH OF THE BIRTH- AND DEATH-REGISTRATION AREAS: UNITED STATES, 1900-1933
(Populetion residing in area, estimated as of July 1)
BIRTH-REGISTRATION STATES DEATHE-REGISTRATION STATES !
Population e
YEAR of the Number Population Numbex Populetion
United States of of
Statest Percent Statest Percent

‘ Numbex of total Nuzbex of total

1933 125,578,763 48 125,578,763 100.0 48 125,578,763 100.0
1932 124,840,471 47 118,903,899 95.2 47 118,903,899 95.2
1931 124,039,648 46 117,455,229 94,7 47 118,148,987 95.3
1930 123,076,741 46 116,544,946 94.7 47 117,238,278 95.3
1929 121,769,939 46 115,317,450 94,7 46 115,317,450 94.7
1928 120,501,115 44| 115,636,160 94.3 44 113,636,160 94.3
1927 119,038,062 40 104,320,830 87.6 42 107,084,532 90.0
1926 117,399,225 35 90,400,590 77.0 4a 103,822,683 88.4
1925 115,831,963 33 88,294,564 76.2 40 102,031,555 88.1
1924 114,113,463 33 87,000,295 76.2 39 99,318,098 87.0
1923 111,949,945 30 81,072,123 72.4 38 96,788,197 86,5
1922 110,054,778 30 79,560,746 72.3 37 92,702,901 84.2
1921 108,541,489 27 70,807,090 65.2 34 87,814,447 80.9
1820 106,466,420 23 63,597,307 59.7 34 86,079,263 80,9
1919 104,512,110 22 61,212,076 58.6 33 83,157,982 79.6
1918 103,202,801 20 55,153,782 53.4 30 79,008,412 76.6
1917 . 103,265,913 20 55,197,952 53.5 27 70,234,775 68.0
1916 101,865,984 NN 32,944,013 32.3 26 66,971,177 65.7
1915 100,549,013 10 31,096,697 30.2 24 61,894,847 61.6
1914 99,117,567 — -— —_— 24 60,963,309 61.5
1913 97,226,814 —— -— _— 23 58,156,740 59.8
l1e12 95, 33,300 — — — 22 54,847,700 57.5
1911 93,867,814 -— — — 22 53,929,644 57.5
1910 92,406,536 —_— _— —_— 20 47,470,437 Sl.4
1809 90,491,525 — -— — i8 44,223,513 48,9
1908 88,708,976 — —_— _— 17 38,634,759 43.6
1907 87,000,271 -— — -— 15 34,552,837 39.7
1908 = 85,436,556 -— — — 15 33,782,288 39.5
1905 83,819,666 — -— -— 10 21,767,980 26.0
1904 82,164,974 —— —_— — 10 21,332,076 26.0
1903 80,632,152 — — —_— 10 20,943,222 26,0
1902 79,160,196 -— — _— 10 20,582,907 26.0
1901 77,585,128 — — —_— hie} 20,237,453 26.1
1900 76,094,134 —_— -— -— 10 19,965,446 26.2
1890 262,947,714 — f— ——— 8 19,659,440 31.2
1880, 250,155,783 -_— — — 2 8,538,366 17.0

lhe District of Columbia is not included in "Number of States," but
2population enumerated in the Federal census of Mey 3l.

long period of years are made. More exact trends for parts
of the United States can be secured through the use of some
constant area, such as the original registration States, or
the registration States of 1920.

Marriages and divorces

The earliest Federal statistics on marriages»and
divorces in the United States were collected in a field sur-
vey by the Commissioner of Labor, covering the 20-year
period 1867 to 1886. A survey covering the next 20 years
and single-year collections for 1916 and for each year
from 1922 to 1932 were made by the Bureau of the Census.
In all these studies, marriage statistics were confined to
numbers of occurrences, by county, with considerable in-
completeness for the first 20 years. Divorce data included
detailed statistics on such items as legal grounds (“‘causes’”’),
duration of marriage prior to divorce, etc.

In 1940 the Bureau of the Census, through its Vital

it is represented in all data shown for each year.

Statistics Division, undertook a new program of mé.rria.ge
and divorce statistics, following the pattern used for birth
and death statistics. Transcripts of marriage and divorce
records were collected chiefly from those States which
could provide them through their State offices of vital sta-
tistics. For the first time, the Federal program provided
some detailed statistics on marriages in addition to mere
numbers of occurrences. However, the data were for fewer
than 30 States. Some detailed statistics on divorces were
obtained for 6 to 12 States. Marriage datafor 1939 and 1940
were published, as well as divorce data for 1939, This pro-
‘gram was discontinued, owing to war conditions. Meanwhile,
numbers or estimated numbers of occurrences by State
were obtained and published for the years 1937 to 1940.

Beginning in 1944 the Bureau of the Census, at first
through its Population Division and later through its Vital
Statistics Division, resumed efforts to provide numbers of
occurrences. This program has been continued by the for-
mer Vital Statistics Division, designated the National Office
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Table 1-D. YEAR IN WHICH EACH STATE WAS ADMITTED TO
THE BIRTH-REGISTRATION AREA

INTRODUCTION

Table 1-E. YEAR IN WHICH EACH STATE WAS ADMITTED TO
THE DEATH-REGISTRATION AREA

YEAR State YEAR State YEAR State YEAR State
1315----~ Connecticut 1921----- Delawar: 1880~——wn Massachusetts Missouri
Maine Miusissippi New Jersey Virginia
Massachusetts New Jersey District of Columbiat Kansas
Michigun 1922--~-- Tilinois 1890+ =m=- Connecticut South Carolina
Minnesotu Montana Dr-laware® Tennessee
New Hampshire Wyoming New Hampshir: Illinois
New York 1924~ Florida New York Louisiana
Pernsylvania Iowa Rhode Island Oregon
Rhode Island® North Dukote Vermont 1919~--~- . Florida
Vermont 1925 -~~-~ Weet Virginiu 1900----- Maine Mississippi
District of Columbia® || 1926----- Arizona Michigan Nebraska
1816----~ Maryland Idaho Indiana Georgla®
1917----- Indiana 1827----- Alabama 1906----- Cnlafornia Tdaho
Kansas Arkansas Colorado Wyoming
Kentucky Louisiana Miryland Towa
North Carolina Missouri Pennsylvania 2 North Dakota
Chio Tennessee South Dakota® 1925 -mmmm Alabama
Utuh 19.8---—- Colorado 1908-=-=- Washington West Virginia
Virginiu Georgia Wisconsin 1926----- Arizona
Washington Cklahoma Ohio 1927 ———mm Arkansas
Wicconsin 1929w e Nevada Minnesota 1928----- Oklahoma
1919-m-—= California New Mexico Montana 1929~ cwww Nevada
Oregon 1908w mmm South Dzkot. Nortn Carolina* New Mexico
South Curolina® 1820----~ Texas Utah Texas
1920----- Nebraskao 1950 —--— Alaska 191 -==mm Kentucky 1950--—w= Alaska

lDloppel from the regictrution area in 1919; readmitted in 1921.
2Included in States.
3Dropped from the registration area in 1825; recadmitted in 1928.

of Vital Statistics since its transfer to the Public Health
Service m 1946, In addition, a program of detailed statis-
tics of marriages and divorces, based on State tabulations,
was inaugurated by the National Office of Vital Statistics
in 1948. '

Table 1-F shows for each State the year in which cen-
tral filing of marriage and divorce records was started.

Table 1-G summarizes some of the preceding discus-
sion, and shows the sources of the national marriage and
divorce totals from 1867 through 1959.

Marriage-registration area

Detailed marriage statistics (except information about
marriages by county and by month) for 1959 are published
for the marriage-registration area (MRA), which was
established in January 1957. Thirty-two States and four
other areas participated in the MRA when marriage statis-
tics for 1959 were collected:\Alabama, Alaska, California,
Connecticut, Delaware, Florida, Georgia, Idaho, Ilowa,
Kansas, Kentucky, Louisiana, Maine, Maryland, Michigan,
Mississippi, Montana, Nebraska, New Hampshire, New
Jersey, New York (excluding New York City), Ohio,Oregon,
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, South Dakota, Tennessee, Utah,
Vermont, Virginia, Wisconsin, Wyoming,i Hawaii, Puerto
Rico, Virgin Islands, and the independent registration area
of New Orleans.

1For specific references to published reports of earlier
surveys, see "Marriage and Divorce Statistics: United States,
1946, * National Office of Vital Statistics, Vital Statis-
tics—Spectal Reports, Vol. 27, No. 10, 1947, pp. 171, 172.

IIncluded in States.

2Dropped i1rom the registration area in 1900; readmitted in 1919.

3Dropped from the registration arca in 1910; readmitted in 1930.

“Included only municipalities with populatiecns of 1,000 or more in
1900 (about 16 percent of the totul population); the remainder of the
State was added to the area in 1916.

Spropped from the registration area in 1925; readmitted in 1928.

Table 1-F. YEAR IN WHICH THE CENTRAL FILING OF MAR-
RIAGE AND DIVORCE RECORDS BEGAN

AREA Mor- | Di- AREA ter- | Di-

riwe | verce riage | vorce

Alabam === e 1908 | 1808 | New Hompshire------ 1858 | 1881

Alaskiy~——=——mcnmm—un 1910 19493 New Joruey--- - 1848 1795

Arizoni-——------w-- - - Now Mexico--- - - -

ArKans 15 ==-~=n--=== 1927 | 19 || New YorhZ-—oomeeoae 1880 -

Calirornig----~---- 1305 - North Cirolain. - | 1858

Colorado---- - - North Dukots-- 1925 1949

Connecticut-------- 1897 1947 Oh10-m=mmmem e e e 1949 1949

Delaware--—--—me-euu 191s 1935 OkLuhoft i=- mcemmme e - -

1811 | 180¢ Oregon=—=-——=nomen- 1907 1925

1827 | 1927 || Pennsylvania--—----- 1206 | 1943

1952 192 Rhocds Island-- 1852 -

1847 1947 South Carolina----- 1950 -

- - 1905

- - 1945

1880 1814 -

1915 1951 1953

Kentucky------~---- 1958 - Vermont--~--eom-aon- 1857 1896

Louislana-=-----~-- 1937 | 11942 || Virginia-- -| 1853 | 1918

Maine---- 189z 189 Washington-------~- - -
Marylund---=--———n- 1814 1914

West Virginiu------ 1921 -

Massuchusetts 1841 188 Wisconsin---- 1907 1907

Michijan-~---- 1867 1897 Wyoming--—------==o-= 1941 19841
Minnesotu-~=-wm--—- 1958 -

Missiseippi~~---w-- 19:6 | 1926 || Hawaii--m=m—e-mma=mm 1896 | 1951

Puerto Rico--- 1931 1931

Missouri----------- 1948 | 1948 || Virgin Islunds----- 1953 | 1953
Montan im=—=-cecm e 1945 1943
1908 | 1909

Not all parishes report.
2Excludes New York City.
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The prbspect for steadily improving national statistics
of marriages is excellent. The cooperative testing program
of MRA States and the National Office of Vital Statistics has
produced marked interest in improving the completeness
and accuracy of marriage registration. States in which a
number of local areas do not report regularly to the State
office have begun to take steps to improve this situation,
and it is anticipated that a number of these States will
qualify for MRA ‘in the near future. Among the few States
still lacking central files of marriage records, there are

Divorce-registration area

Detailed divorce and annulment statistics for 1959 are
published for the divorce-registration area (DRA), estab-
lished in January 1958.

In 1959 the DRA included 17 States and 2 other areas:
Alabama, Alaska, Georgia, Idaho, Iowa, Kansas, Maryland,

Montana, Nebraska, Oregon, Pennsylvania, South Dakota, -

Temnnessee, Utah, Virginia, Wisconsin, Wyoming, Hawaii,
and the Virgin Islands.

indications of interest in establishing these files.
]

Detailed divorce and annulment statistics (exceptinfor-

Table 1-G. SOURCES OF MARRIAGE AND DIVORCE DATA: UNITED STATES, 1867-1959

TIME PERIOD

Marriage

Divorce*

186786 e e e e

18871906 ~emm mm e e e i

1907-15

1916

1917 -2l e

1922-32 -

1933-36 -

1937 -40--

1941-43 —

194447 --

1948-56 -

1957--

195859 mmmm e e e e

Estimates prepared by Netional Office of Vital Sta-
tistics based on results of field survey covering
20-year period conducted in 1887-88 under auspices
of Commissioner of Labor.

Estimates based on data from field survey covering
20-year period conducted in 1906-07 by the U.S.
Bureau of the Census.

Estimetes prepared by Bureau of the Census based
on records from selected States.

Numbers collected through mail survey conducted in
1917-18 by Buresu of the Census.

Estimates prepared by Bureau of the Census based
on records from selected States.

Annual collection by Bureau of the Census through
meil query to States with central files and to
counties in the remaining States.

Estimates by S. A. Stouffer and L. M. Spencer on
basis of data availsble from selected States
(Americen Journel of Sociology, Jenuary 1939),

Ectimates based on transcript returns end mail
surveys of State and county offices conducted by
Bureau of the Census. Some detailed statistics
for 1940 based on transeript program.

Bstimates based on data from published State reportis
and from files of Bureau of the Census and Federal
Home Loen Bank Board.

Estimates based on figures for marriages snd marriage
licenses obtained by National Office of Vital Sta-
tistics from State and local registration offices.

Estimates based on figures for merriages and merrisge
licenses obtained by National Office of Vital Sta-
tistics from State and locel registration offices;
detailed statistics based on pretabulated data pro-
vided by State offices of vital statistics.

Bstimates based on figures for merriages and marriage
licenses obtained by National Office of Vital Sta-
tistics from State and local registration offices;
detailed statistics based on pretabulated data pro-
vided by Stabes participating in the marriage-regis-
tration area.

Same as for 1957.

Numbers and detailed statistics (legal grounds, dura-
tion of marriage, murber of children reported, ete.)
obtained in field suxvey covering 20-year period
conducted in 1887-88 under auspices of Commissioner
of Lebor.

Numbers and detailed statistics (legal grounds, dura-
tion of merrisge, number of children reported, ete.)
obtained in field survey covering 20-year period
conducted in 1906-07 by Buresu of the Census.

Same as for marriage.

Numbers and detailed statistics collected through
mail survey corducted in 1917-18 by Bureau of the
Census.

Same as for marriage.

Numbers and detailed statistics collected annually
by Bureau of the Census through mail query to States
with central files and to counties in the remaining
States.

Same as for marriage.

Same as for marrisge.

Same as for marriage.

Estimates based on figures for divorces and annul-
ments obtained by National Office of Vital Statis-
tics from State and local registration offices.

Estimates based on figures for divorces and annul-
ments obtained by Nationel 0ffice of Vital Statis-
tics from State and local registration offices;
detailed statistics based on pretebulated data pro-
vided by State offices of vital statistics.

Same as for 1948-56.

Estimates based on figures for divorces and annulments
obtained by National Office of Vital Statistics from
State and local registretion offices; detailed sta-
tistics based on pretebulated data provided by States
participating in the divorce-registration area.

Tncludes reported annulments.

e
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mation about decrees by county and by month) for the 1959
data year were collected only from States and areas in the
DRA. It is anticipated that more States will soon qualify
for the DRA, States which do not have central files of
divorce or annulment records indicate interest in estab-
lishing such files.

Notifiable diseases

The collection of data on notifiable diseases by the
Public Health Service had its beginning over 80 years ago
when, by an act of Congress in 1878, such collection was
authorized for use in connection with quarantine measures
against such pestilential diseases as cholera, smallpox,
plague, and yellow fever. One year later, a specific appro-
priation was made for the collection and publication of re-
ports of notifiable diseases, principally from foreign ports.
In 1893 an act provided for the collection of information
each week from State and municipal authorities throughout
the United States. In order to secure uniformity in the reg-
istration of morbidity statistics, Congress enacted a law in
1902, which directed the Surgeon General of the Public Health
Service to provide forms for the collection, compilation, and
publication of such data.

Reports on notifiable diseases were received from a
very few States and cities prior to 1900, but gradually more
and more States submitted monthly and annual summaries.
It was not until after 1925 thatall States reported regularly.

Until 1942, the collection, compilation, and publication
of morbidity statistics were under the direction of the Di-
vision of Sanitary Reports and Statistics of the Public Health
Service. These functions were transferred to the Division
of Public Health Methods in 1942, and to the National Office
of Vital Statistics in 1949,

CLASSIFICATION OF DATA

The principal value of vital statistics data depends upon
the computation of rates in which the vital events of a class
are related to the population of a similarly defined class.
Vital statistics and population statistics must, therefore, be
classified according to similarly defined systems and tabu-
Jated in comparable groups. Even when the variables common
to both, such as geographic area, age, race, and sex, have
been similarly classified and tabulated, differences between
the enumeration method of obtaining population data and the
registration method of obtaining vital statistics data may
result in significant discrepancies.

The classification of certain important items is dis-
cussed in this section.2

2The complete rules followed in the classification of
geographic and personal items for births and deaths are set
forth in Vital Statistics Instruction Manual, "Part I, Cod-
ing and Punching Geographic and Personal Particulars of
Births, Deaths, and Fetal Deaths Occurring in 1959, " Na-
tionel Office of Vital Statistics, Washington, D.C., 1959.

INTRODUCTION

Geographic classification

The geographic code® used in coding and tabulating live
birth, death, and fetal death data gives a separate identifying
number to each city having, in 1950, a population of 10,000
or more, and to certain towns, townships, and districts which
under special rules are classified as urban.

The places classified as urban under special rules are
of two types. One type is limitedto the States of New Hamp-
shire, Massachusetts, and Rhode Island. It is made up of
towns (townships) in which there is a village or thickly set-
tled area having 2,500 inhabitants or more and comprising,
either by itself or when combined with other villages within
the same town, more than 50 percent of the total population
of the town. In this report, only those towns of this type
having 10,000 inhabitants or more are shown. A second type
is made up of townships and other political subdivisions
(not incorporated as municipalities, nor containing areas so
incorporated) with a total population of 10,000 or more and a
population density of 1,000 or more per square mile.

The geographic code also gives a separate number to
each county. Although villages and cities having populations
of less than 10,000 are not individually identified, urban
places of 2,500 to 10,000 as a group and the remainder of
the county (places under 2,500 and rural area)are tabulated
separately. The classification of urban places used in tab-
ulations for 1959 was based on their populations enumer-
ated in the 1950 census.

In Alaska, the major geographic subdivision is the

. “judicial division.’’ Minor civil divisions within these areas

1x)

are ‘‘recording districts.”” Each urban place in Alaska
having a population of 2,500 or more according to the 1950
census is also tabulated separately.

The growth of the urban fringe during the last decade
has increased the need for an area classification that can
discriminate adequately between the population living in,
and served by the facilities of, large urban centers, and the
population of more isolated areas. The States have been
divided into metropolitan and nonmetropolitan counties, the
division being based on the ‘‘standard metropolitan area’’
definition established by the Federal Committee on Standard
Metropolitan Areas.%

A county is classified as ‘‘metropolitan’’ or ‘‘nonmet-
ropolitan’’ depending on whether it is included or excluded
from the standard metropolitan areas developed by the
Bureau of the Census in cooperation with other Federal
agencies. Except in New England, a county is included in a
standard metropolitan area, if it contains at least one city

JNational Office of Vital Statistles, Vital Statistics
"part IV, Uniform Geographic Code, 1955~
D.C., 1959.

Instruction Manual,
39, " Washingtgn,

‘For amore complete discussion of these areas, see United
1950, Volume II;Characteristics
of the Population, Part 1, United States Summary, U. S. Bu-
reau of the Census, U.S. Government Printing O0ffice, Wash-
D.C., 1953, pp. =27-31.

States Census of Population:

ington,
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of 50,000 popuiation or more in the 1950 census, or if it is '

contiguous to a metropolitan county, is essentially metro-
politan in character, and its population is socially and eco-
nomically integrated with the central city or cities of the
area, according to specified criteria.

In New England the towns and cities, rather than the
counties, are the units used to define the standard metro-
politan area. However, since vital statistics are not tabulated
by town in the National Office, all counties with more than
half their population in standard metropolitan areas are
classified as “metropolitan.’”?

Massachusetts . data

The 1959 resident birth statistics for Massachusetts
below the county level, as processed, are not regarded as
sufficiently reliable to warrant publication. However, they
are included in United States and geographic division totals
classified by metropolitan-nonmetropolitan and urban-rural
residence. The deficiencies of these local area statistics
are significant in terms of State figures but are of less
significance when merged with national and divisional data.

The death and fetal death statistics for individual cities
and towns in Massachusetts, as well as those for counties,
are considered sufficiently reliable to justify publication.

Due to an error discovered after publication of Vital
Statistics of the United States, 1958_,_ figures published for
deaths occurring in Massachusetts in 1958 included 1,822
deaths that were counted twice. These were deaths in
February 1958 that occurred chiefly in Essex, Suffolk,

Hampden, Middlesex, and Worcester Counties. They rep-:

resent an excess of 3.2 percent in reported deaths for
Massachusetts and 0.1 percentfor the United States for 1958.
No figures have been corrected for this error because it was
not feasible to identify the deaths which were counted twice.
The previously published death rate of 11.6 per 100,000 popu-
lation for Massachusetts has been retained in table 6-L.
If all 1,822 deaths that were counted twice were of residents
of Massachusetts, the rate would have been 11.2. The correct
rate probably lay somewhere between these two figures.

Age

Very little direct evidence of the accuracy of age in-
formation on vital records is available. Some sources of
error in the age data are apparent., A small number of vital
records are filed with age not reported, and some vital
events are not registered. Measures of the variation of
completeness of registration with age are available onlyfor
‘““age of mother’’ and ‘“‘age of father” for live births. These
figures were derived from nationwide tests of birth regis-
tration completeness and have been shown in a previous

. report.8 For deaths, in the absence of quantitative meas- .

SThis classification corresponds to State economic areas
in New England. See State Economic Areas, by Donald J. Bogue,
U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1951.

SSee Vital Statistics of the United States, 1950, Volume
I, ch. 6. In the computation of rates, errors arising in the
population base through underenumeration at particular ages
are also of importance. These errors have been described in
the United States Census of Population, 1950, Volume.II.

-3

ures, it has been assumed for some purposes that for the
United States as a whole, the registration of deaths under 1
yvear is incomplete to the same extent as births; while at
other ages, all deaths are registered. The exact amount of
error in these assumptions is unknown.

Misstatement of age, another type of error on vital

' records, has been evaluated for the most part on the basis

of internal consistency of the data in any one year, or from

year to year. There is some evidence of overstatement at
certain ages, such as age 18 for brides and age 21 for
grooms. Some age heaping in birth record data has also
been observed. -

There .is evidence of overstatement of age on the death
certificates of persons reported as 65 to 69 years and at the
oldest ages, particularly for nonwhites, whichis sufficiently
frequent to affect seriously death rates at these ages.” At
ages 85 years and over, reported ages seem to be subject
to particularly large errors. Since exaggeration of age is
apparently greatér in the enumerated population than on the
death certificate, it has been suggested that death rates be
based on the ‘‘method of extinct generations,’” which makes
use only of death statistics.® This method identifies each
death with a particular generation determined by the year
of birth. The population exposed to death at a certain age
within one generation is then equal to the sum of all deaths
that occur at or after that age, within the same generation,
up to its extinction. The application of this method requires
the tabulation of deaths by single years of age, accumulated
over a series of years. Table 6-E in section 6 continues
the series ofthese data. The first was published in the report
for 1951.

Nativity

Several tables classify separately live births tonative-
born and foreign-born mothers. No data by nativity are shown
for 1959 for marriages, divorces, deaths, or fetal deaths.

Race and color -

Births and aeaths in the United States are classified in
detail by white, Negro, American Indian, Chinese, Japanese,
and a residual group of numerically minor races. Two ad-
ditional groups, Aleut and Eskimo, are distinguished for
births and deaths occurring in Alaska. The classification
“white’’ includes persons reported as Mexican or Puerto
Rican. In the Negro group is included a reported mixture
of Negro with any other race. Other mixed parentage is
classified according to the race of the nonwhite parent and
mixtures of nonwhite races to the race of the father.

In some tables an extended classification is not needed
and the divisions are ‘‘white,’”” ‘‘Negro,” and ‘‘other.’”” In
tables where the main purpose is toisolate the major group,
the classifications are simply ‘‘white”” and ‘‘nonwhite.’’

Marriages areclassified by race by the individual States.

-

7For a more detailed discussion, see Vital Statistics oﬂ
the United States, 1950, Volume I, U.S. Government Printing
office, Washington, D.C., 1954, ch. 8, p. 161.

8Vincent, RauL "La Mortalité Des Vieiilards," Popula-
tion, 6° annee, numéro 2, Avril-Juin, 1951.
f
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In this report, they are shown for the ‘‘white,”” ‘‘Negro,”’
and ‘‘other’’ groups or for the two groups ‘‘white’’ and ‘‘non-
white.”’ Divorces are classified by color and are shown for
two groups—white and nonwhite.

The correct designation of race is a difficult and com-
plex problem, but classification from vital statistics rec-
ords into the broad groups used in these volumes is rela-
tively simple. Difficulties may arise in computing rates
based on populations classified by race or color because of
differences resulting from the registration and enumeration
methods of collecting this information.

The procedures used in completing vital statistics rec-
ords result, in general, in an entry of race on the certifi-
cate that is accepted by the family. Race reported in the
census of population is recorded on the basisof observation
by the enumerator. Serious differences arise for Indians,and
for the “‘other nonwhite’’ group. In several Southern States,
groups of persons of mixed stock of Indian and other races,
who for the purpose of reporting vital events consider
themselves Indian, have been classified in the 1950 census
as other nonwhite. ¥ These groups contain about 32,000
persons.’® For the most part, they were enumerated as
““Indian”’ in the 1940 census.

In other areas of the country, where Indians live among
the general population, census figures are lower than esti-
mates made by the Bureau of Indian Affairs. The population
enumerated as Indian for the entire country numbered
342 226, while the Bureau of Indian Affairs has estimated
the 1950 population at421,600. The latter figure was obtained
by adding the natural increase to the Indian population
enumerated in 1930 and is subject to the inaccuracies of the
source figures. It is obvious that such differences in popu-
lation estimates will produce large differences in rates.

Observed differences in vital statistics rates for
various racial groups should not'be interpreted as neces-
sarily due to inherent racial causes. Race is not independent
of other factors, and the economic, social, and medical
circumstances of one racial group may be quite different
from those of another. For example, an observeddifference
in mortality by race may in actuality be no more than a
difference of mortality for different economic classes.

Births in hospitals

The term ‘‘attended by physician,”’ as used in this
publication, includes births attended by physicians out of
hospitals and all births in hospitals or other institutions.
Births are classified as occurring in hospitals on the basis
of entries on the birth certificate. This classification is
unrelated to American Hospital Association (AHA) regis-
tered hospital listings. In comparing data from the National
Office of Vital Statistics with those published by AHA, it
should also be borne in mind that the surveys on which

9U.S. Bureau of the Census, United States Census of Popu-
lation: 1950, Volume IV, Special Reports, Part 3, Chapter B,
Nonwhite Population by Race, U.S. Government Printing 0ffice,
Washington, D.C., 1953.

IOBeale, Calvin L., The Enumeration of Mixed-Blood Racial
Groups of the Eastern United States in the Census of 1950
Unpublished paper presented at the annual meeting of the

Population Association of America, May 1953.

INTRODUCTION

AHA figures are based cover a reporting period from
October 1 to September 30, whereas the data of the Nation-
al Office are for the calendar year.

Birth weight

In practically all areas, birth weight is reported in
terms of pounds and ounces rather than ingrams. However,
the metric system classification has been used in tabulating
and presenting the statistics to facilitate comparison with
data published by other groups in the United States. The
equivalents in pounds and ounces of the gram intervals are
given in each table containing weight data.

For purposes of classification, the term ‘‘immature’
is defined as referring to infants weighing 2,500 grams or
less at birth. This definition was recommended by the
American Academy of Pediatrics in 1935, and later adopted
in the Sixth Revision of the International Lists of Diseases
and Causes of Death (1948). ‘‘Premature,”’ although con-
taining the concept of duration of pregnancy, has also been-
used for many years in connection with the birth weight
criterion. It is possible, however, that basic differences in
physical development between different groups—~for exam-
ple, white and nonwhite infants—might make the weight
criterion for immaturity too high or too low for a particular
group.

The birth weights of infants born at home may not be
measured as accurately as those of infants born in hospitals.
Many of the attendants who weigh infants born at home use,
scales calibrated by quarter pounds. In addition, it is not
known in such cases whether proper allowance is made for
the diaper, blanket, or other material in which the infant is
wrapped. Underregistration of small infants who die shortly
after birth, or misreporting of them as fetal deaths, also
affects birth weight statistics, and these factors are likely
to be more important among infants born at home,

Median weights were, in effect, computed from data
classified by pounds and ounces, then converted to grams,
and rounded for publication. To establish the continuity of
class intervals needed to compute medians, the end points
of these intervals were assumed to be % ounce less at the
lower end and % ounce more at the upper end. For example,
“2 Ib. 40z. - 31b. 4 0z.”" is interpreted as 2 Ib, 3% 0z, - 3
1b. 4% oz.

[llegitimate births

There were 15 States which did not report legitimacy
status on the birth record in 1959. They are Arizona,
Arkansas, California, Colorado, Connecticut, Georgia, Idaho,
Maryland, Massachusetts, Nebraska, New Hampshire, New
Mexico, New York, Oklahoma, and Vermont.

Figures for the United States as a whole were derived
by adding an estimate of the number of illegitimate live
births in States for which legitimacy data were not available
to the number of illegitimate live births tabulated for the
reporting States. No adjustments were included for mis-
statements on the birth records or for failures to register
births. For 1951 to 1954 and 1956 to 1959 the figures are
based on a 50-percent sample of illegitimate live births in
the reporting States.
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There is no direct knowledge as to the characteristics
of the unwed mothers who may be misreporting legitimacy
status. It seems likely, however, that the decision to con-
ceal the illegitimacy of the birth is conditioned by attitudes
in the mother’s social group toward her and toward children
born out of wedlock. Also, the ability (conomic or otherwise)
to leave a community before the birth of the child is an im-
portant consideration. These factors are generally believed
to operate in the direction of a proportionately greater un-
derstatement of illegitimacy in the white race than in the
nonwhite and in the older age group of women as compared
with the younger. Another source of error is the failure to
register births at all. It may well be that underregistration
is greater in the illegitimate group than in the legitimate.!

Fetal deaths

The World Health Organization in May 1950 recom-
mended for adoption the definition of fetal death as ‘‘death
prior to the complete expulsion or extraction from its
mother of a product of conception, irrespective of the du-
ration of pregnancy ...."”” The term *‘fetal death’’ was de-
fined on an all-inclusive basis to end confusion arising from
the use of a variety of terms such as stillbirth, abortion,
and miscarriage. This definition has been adopted by 21
States; ® in 18 the language is essentially unchanged, and
in 3 a minimum gestation period has been specified. In
most other States, a fetal death is defined as a birthof a
minimum gestation period which is not a live birth, and
live births are defined in varying detail. .

As another step toward increasing the comparability
of data on fetal deaths for different countries, the World
Health Organization recommended that in classifying fetal
deaths for statistical purposes they be grouped as early,
intermediate, and late. These groups are defined as follows:

Less than 20 completed weeks of gestation

(early fetal deaths)-mem—ommmcmauwem Group I
20 completed weeks of gestation but less

than 28 (intermediate fetal deathg)----- Group II
28 completed weeks of gestation and over

(late fetal deaths) ~---===nmeau-x -==-~-  Group III
Gestation period not classifiable in

Groups I, I, and III —=—eeeeomcee o Group IV

Until 1939, the nationally recommended procedure fox
registration of a fetal death required the filing of both a
live birth and a death certificate. In 1939 a separate Stand-
ard Certificate of Stillbirth (fetal death) was introduced.
This was revised in 1949 and 1955 and amended in 1956

11lpor & detailed report on data for these groups, see
"Illegitimate Births: United States, 1938-57" by Joseph
Schachter and Mary McCarthy, National Office of Vital Sta-
tisties, Vital Statistics~~Special Reports, Vol. 47, No. 8,
1960.

12prior to the adoption of this définition the nationally
recommended definition of a fetal death (stillbirth) for
registration purposes was as follows: "A fetus showing no
evidence of life after complete birth (no action of heart,
breathing, or movement of voluntary muscle), if the 20th
week of gestation has been reached, should be registered as
a stillbirth.n
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(see figure 1-4). Sepai‘ate certificates of fetal death are
now in use in all States.

Comparability and completeness of data.—State re-
quirements for registration of fetal deaths vary. Six States
and New Y~vk City require registration of all fetal deaths
regardless of gestation period, and the rest require regis-
tration for fetuses which have attained a certain minimum
gestation period only. Most of the minimum periods are 20
weeks. A period of 5 months is specified by a few States. In
Pennsylvania, registration is required after 16 weeks. Regis-
tration of fetal deaths of all gestations is requested but not
required by Kansas and Rhode Island. Illinois regulations
require the registration of any fetus which is ‘““a member of
a multiple birth (regardless of pregnancy duration) of which
any member is liveborn.”

~ There are reasons for believing that notall fetal deaths
for which registration is required are reported13 and that
underregistration is more of a problem near the lower limit
in States having a minimum gestation period requirement.
Failure to register fetal deaths near the lower limit results
in large part from underestimation of the gestation period.
This is illustrated by the fact that in areas requiring regis-
tration of all fetal deaths, the number reported for 20-23
weeks is consistently higher than the numbers reported for
24-27 and 28-31 weeks. In most other areas, however, the
opposite is true. Excluding fetal deaths at gestation periods
under 20 weeks, 10.9 percent of the total for the United
States fell in the group 20-23 weeks. The comparable per-
cent for the areas requiring reporting of all products of
conception was 18.7.

It is evident from the data in table4-A in section 4 that
there are certain inaccuracies in the reporting of length of
gestation. The comparatively large proportion of fetal deaths
at 36 weeks of gestation is believedto result from erroneous
conversion of 9-month gestations to 36 weeks. In addition, the
heavy concentrations at 40 weeks result partly from failure
to calculate the exact period of gestation for fetuses of
normal size., In an effort to eliminate these inaccuracies,
four areas—California, District of Columbia, Maryland, and
New York City—specify ‘‘date of last menses’’ on their certi-
ficates, in place of the usual “length of pregnancy’’ or its
equivalent.

Most of the tables in this report are based on deaths at
gestations of 20 weeks or more inorder to obtain data which
are more nearly comparable from year to year and from
State to State. These tables include fetal deaths of not stated
gestation on the assumption that most of these were also 20
weeks or more. This would not be true of States requiring
registration of all fetal deaths. Inclusion of all fetal deaths
of not stated gestation for these areas results in some degree
of incomparability. .

It is possible that some liveborn infants who die shortly
after birth, particularly those born prematurely who die be-
fore the umbilical cord is severed or while the placenta is
still atrtached, may be erroneously reported as fetal deaths.
This kind of error may be more of a problem in States

13Baumgartner,,Leona, Wallace, Helen M., Landsberg, Eva,
and Pessin, Vivian, "The Inadequacy of Routine Reporting of
Fetal Deaths," American Journal of Public Health, Vol. 39,
No. 12, December 1949, pp. 1549-1552.
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lacking a precise definition of fetal death.

In the 1956 revision of the Standard Certificate of Fetal
Death, the item on previous fetal loss was changed to include
all' fetal deaths regardless of gestation period. About 30
States'® have adopted this change on their certificates of
birth and of fetal death. For these States, the proportion of
mothers of first liveborn children reported as having had
previous fetal loss has increased because of this change.
For this reason, the data in tables 45 and 47 are not com-
pletely comparable with similar data published for years
prior to 1956.

Cause of death

Cause-of-death data in this volume are classified ac-
cording to the Seventh Revision of the International Lists
of Diseases and Causes of Death (1955), which was adopted
for use in the United States in 1958.1°

The Manual of the International Statistical Classifica-
tion of Diseases, Injuvies, and Causes of Death includes
special lists of causes recommended for mortality tabula-
tions—the Detailed Lists, consisting of all three-digitcate-
gories; List A, the Intermediate List of 150 Causes for
Tabulation of Morbidity and Mortality; and List B, the
Abbreviated List of 50 Causes for Tabulation of Mortality.
These lists have been adapted for use in the National Office
of Vital Statistics.

The List of 255 Selected Causes of Death is an exten-
sion of List A designed so that the original groups can be
obtained by a simple addition of titles. The List of 59
Selected Causes of Death is an extension of List B, except
that certain causes ¢f very low frequency in this country
(typhoid fever, cholera, plague, smallpox, typhus and other
rickettsial diseases, and malaria) are not shown in this
list and three categories were added (asthma, infections
of kidney, and <holelithiasis, cholecystitis, and cholangitis).
In addition, rheumatic fever was included under the rubric
diseases of heart for the first time in 1958.

L47pe following States request information on all pre-
vious fetal deaths (fetuses born dead at any time after con-
ception): On certificates of both live birth and fetal death
—Arkansas, Colorado, Connecticut, Delaware (which uses cer-
tificates of live birth anddeath for reporting fetal deaths),
Florida, Georgia, Indiana, Iowa, Loulsiana, Maine, Missis-
sippi, Missouri, Montana, Nevada,'North Carolina, Ohio,
Oklahoma, QOregon,, Rhode Island, South Carolina, Utah, Ver-
mont, Weshington, West Virginia, and Wyoming; on certificate
of fetal death only—California, Maryland, and South Dakota.
Pennsylvania requires reporting of all fetal deaths of more
than 16 weeks gestation, and New York City has for many years
required reporting of all previous fetal deaths on certif-
icates of both live birth and fetal death. The item 1s
omlitted from certificates in Massachusetts, and the other
States require reporting for fetal deaths at gestations of
20 weeks or more.

Bpor a history and description of the Seventh Revision,
of the Statistical Classification
Injurzes, of Death, Based on the
Recommendations of the Seventh Revision Conference, 1955,
Volume 1, World Health Organization, Geneva, Switzerland,
1957.

see Manual Internat:onal

of Diseases, and Causes
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Complete titles and International List numbers are
given in tables 66, 69, 70, and 77A in Volume II. Table 66
shows each three-digit category to which a death was as-
signed in 1959 and selected four-digit subcategories. The
list of 59 selected causes is used in table 77A and the list
of 255 selected causes in tables 69 and 70. In other tables
using the same lists, it was necessary because of space
limitations to abbreviate some cause-of-death titles,

Effect of decennial list revisions.— The International
Lists, in use in this country since 1900, have been revised
decennially in order that the disease classification may be
-consistent with advances in medical science and changes in
diagnostic practice. Each decennial revision of the Inter-
national Lists has produced some break in comparability
of cause-of-death statistics. For the most part, the continu-
ity in the mortality trends has not been considered a prob-
lem of great concern. Van Buren'® described some of the
major shifts in the cause-of-death statistics up to the Fifth
Revision (1938) due to changes in the classification of
causes of death. Dunn and Shackley'” measured the change
in mortality by cause due to the Fifth Revision., This was
done by coding mortality data for 1940 by the 1929 and 1938
revisions. The results of the study have been useful in
evaluating the effects of the Fifth Revision and changes in
the joint-cause selection procedure.

The Sixth Revision of the International Lists of Dis-
eases and Causes of Death adopted by the World Health
Organization in July 1948'® was used for mortality data in
the United States from 1949 to 1957. This revision repre-
sented a more sweeping change than any of the previous
revisions. The classification scheme was expanded con-
siderably to provide specific categories for nonfatal dis-
eases and injuries in order to provide a classification
which could be used for morbidity as well as for mortality.

In addition to the sweeping change in the International
Classification itself, there was a major change inthe meth-
od of selection of the cause of deathfor primary tabulations
for use with the Sixth revisjon. A large proportion of the
death certificates filed annually in the United States report
two or more diseases or conditions as causes of death.
General statistical practice requires that cases involving
more than one cause of death be assigned to a single cause,
and it is necessary to employ a selection process to deter-
mine the one cause to be assigned. The method of selection
used has an important effect upon the resulting statistics.

16yap Buren, George H., "Some Things You Can't Prove by
Mortality Statistics," Vital
Vol. 12, No. 13, 1940.

Statistics—Specral Reports

17Dunn, Halbert L., and Shackley, William, "Comparison
of Cause-of-Death Assignments by the 1929 and 1938 Revisions
of the International Lists: Deaths in the United States,
1940, " Vital Statistics-—Special Reports, Vol. 19, No. 14,
1944. -

18psr a history and description of the Sixth Revision,
see Manual of the International Statistical Classification
Volume 1, World
1948.

Injuries and Causes of Death,
Geneva, Switzerland,

of Diseases,
Health Organization,
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In 1948 the World Health Assembly adopted, along with
the Sixth Revision of the International Lists, a form of
medical certification and rules for classification of the
underlying cause of death to be used internationally. The
form of medical certification is shown in the standard cer-
tificate of death (figure 1-3). It is designed to elicit infor-
mation which will facilitate the selection of the underlying
cause of death when two or more causes are jointly re-
corded. In general, if the certification is completed-prop-
erly, the underlying cause of death indicated by the physi-

cian is the cause to be tabulated. This procedure, used in

the United States beginning with deaths in 1949, differs
sharply from that used in previous years. Formerly defi-
nite priority relationships were Set up for combinations of
‘causes reported on the death certificate. The single cause
to be tabulated was chosen according to these fixed rules.

In order to make it possible to maintain a comparable
time series of mortality rates by cause, the International
Conference for the Sixth Revision of the International Lists
recommended that deaths for a country as a whole in the
year 1949 or 1950 should be coded according to both the
Sixth and Fifth Revisions. In the United States, deaths in
1950 were used for dual coding. Until data for deaths in
1950 coded by both revisions become available, provisional
comparability ratios obtained from a 10-percent sample
of deaths in 1949 and 1950 are being used. These ratios and
a series of comparable death rates from 1939 through 1948
are shown in a previous report.*®

In compliance with a recommendation of the Expert
Committee on Health Statistics, the Seventh Revision of
the International Lists was of limited scope, consisting of
essential changes and amendments of errors and inconsist-
encies. This restriction was set forth because of a change
in the revision cycle which resulted in a relatively short
period between the effective date (1949) of the Sixth Revi-
sion and the Seventh Revision Conference in 1955 and thus
in limited experience with the Sixth Revision.

Beginning with 1955, the decennial conferences for re-
vision of the International Lists are to be held in years
ending in 5, rather than later inthe decade as had been done
previously, so that the revised classification ¢an be used
for mortality data at the beginning of yearsending in 8. The
new cycle provides time for sufficient experience with the
new classification for fluctuations resulting from variations
in interpretations of new provisions to level off by the year
ending in 0. Thus, stable mortality data will be available

for comparison with population figures from the decennial .

censuses,
The amendments in the Seventh Revision include the
integration into the manual of the provisions contained in

19gee "The Effect of the Sixth Revision of the Interna-
tional Lists of Diseases and Causes of Death Upon Compara-
billity of Mortality Trends, " National Office of Vital Sta-
tistles, Vital Statisticé;-Special Reports, Vol. 36, No. 10,
1951, and Vital Statistics of the United States, 1950,
Volume I, 1854, ch. 2.
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the addendum,*® which, having been used with the Sixth
Revision, did not represent classification changes. The only
change made in the three-digit categories consisted of the
rewording of a few titles. In a few cases the rewording in-
cluded redefining the morbid conditions classifiable to these

‘categories and the transfer of certain terms fromone cate- |

gory to another. The three-digit categories- affected are
listed in section 1, Volume I, Vital Statistics of the United
States, 1958. There were also a number of alterations in
four-digit categories, mostly consisting of the addition of
four-digit subdivisions providing more detailed classifi-.
cation of malignant neoplasms of specified sites. The three-
digit categories for which there were either additions or
deletions or changes in four-digit subcategories are also
listed in section 1 of the 1958 report.

In order to estimate the magnitude of the effect of the
Seventh Revision upon the comparability of mortality trends
for various causes, a 10-percent sample of deaths in 1958
was classified by both the Sixth and Seventh Revisions. The
differences resulting from the use of the two revisions are
expressed by a factor termed the comparability ratio. This
is the number of deaths assignedtoa particular cause under
the Seventh Revision divided by the number of deaths assigned
to that cause by the SixthRevision. The comparability ratios
for selected causes are shown in table 1-H and the results
are discussed on pages 1-19 to 1-21 of section 1 of the
1958 report.

The international rules for the selection of the cause of

"death for primary mortality classification were recast for

use with the Seventh Revision of the International Lists in
order to simplify the prior rules and toorganize them from -
the point of view of the steps which a coder must take in
making the cause-of-death assignment. The intent of the
rules remains the same, that is, tocode the cause which the
medical certifier judged to be the underlying cause which
started the train of events leading directly to death. In re-
casting the rules, some modifications of interpretations
were made, mainly involving the selection of the underlying
cause for improperly completed certifications. Also, there
are some changes in local interpretations for use in adapt-
ing coding procedures to reporting practices in the United
States. .
In the majority of cases, application of the rules for
the Seventh Revision results in the same code assignment
as that of the Sixth Revision rules. However, there are some
differences in individual assignments affecting a number of
categories. Many of these individual assignments are com-
pensatory and result in no break in continuity of trends for
various causes of death; however, the comparability of a
number of categories is affected to a limited extent.
Coding in 1959.— The National Office of Vital Statistics
prepares annually for its cause-of-death coding clerks an

20yor1d Health Organization, Manual of the International
Statistical Classification of Diseases, Injuries, and Causes
of Death, Addendum 1, "Supplementary Interpretations and
Instructions for Coding Causes of Death, " 1953.
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instruction manual which contains decisions and interpre-
tations that will apply in that year. The 1959 instruction
manual®*! explains changes in the special rules and deci-
sions used in the United States to adapt coding procedures
to reporting practices.

Comparability of data for 1959 and 1958.—Several
changes in coding procedures affected the numbers of
deaths assigned to particular causes. Deaths in 1958
described as from aneurysm of aorta due to arterioscle-
rosis, not otherwise specified, were assigned to Int. List
No. 451, Aortic aneurysm, nonsyphilitic, and dissecting
aneurysm, while deaths from aneurysm of aorta due to
other arteriosclerotic diseases, or arteriosclerosis of
specified sites were assigned to Int, List No. 022, Aneurysm
of aorta. In 1959, however, deaths from aneurysm of aorta
due to arteriosclerosis or any other arteriosclerotic
disease were assigned to aortic aneurysm, etc., as they
had been in 1957.

In 1959, conditions listed in the International Clas-
sification of Diseases as classifiable to Int. List No. 522,
Pulmonary congestion and hypostasis, usually were not as-
signed to that category if a specific condition was entered
anywhere else on the certificate. In 1958 when terms
listed in pulmonary congestion and hypostasis were re-
ported alone or due to senility in Part I of the death
certificate, assignment was usually to pulmonary con-
gestion and hypostasis whether or not definite conditions
were entered in Part II.

The change in frequency of the tabulated numbers
of deaths most clearly attributable to a revision of coding
practices occurred for obesity, not specified as of endo-
crine origin (Int. List No. 287). Prior to 1959, obesity
was not coded as a cause of death if there was any other
definite condition listed on the certificate. Beginning with
1959, obesity is coded as a cause of death if stated to be
the underlying cause.

In 1959 a new principle became effective through
which the underlying cause concept was expanded to include
predisposing cause. Briefly, this principle defines the
due fo relationship used in selecting the underlying cause
(see certificate, figure 1-3) to include not only etiological
or pathological sequences but also sequences in which
there is no such direct causation but where ‘‘an antecedent
condition is believed to have prepared the way for the
direct cause by damage to tissue or impairment of function
even after a long interval.’’®® The result of application of
this principle is the transfer of some deaths previously
assigned to the acute and infectious diseases caused by
specific organisms, for example, meningitis or septicemia,

2lyational Office of Vital Statistics, Vital Statistics
"Part II, Cause-of-Death Coding, 1959."
1959.

Instruction Manual
Washington, D.C.,

223ee the November 1958 issue of Nosology Guidelines,
published by the National Office of Vital Statistics, for
"The Underlying Cause Concept—Coding Considerations, ™ by
W. P. D. Logan. M.D.. PH. D., Head of WHD Center for Classi-

fication of Diseases, London, England.
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to the chronic and degenerative diseases categories, such
as the cardiovascular diseases. The effect on the numbers
of deaths assigned to the chronic and degenerative diseases
is relatively small because of the large numbers of deaths
in these categories, but the significant decreases between
1958 and 1959 in deaths from acute nephritis (590), pneu-
monia (490-493), and gastroenteritis and colitis, except
ulcerative colitis, age 4 weeks and over (571) may in part
be explained by the introduction of the predisposing under-
lying cause concept. There is no exact measure of the size
of the decreases in deaths assigned to these causes
resulting from the change in coding rule.

Medical certification.—The use of a standard classifi-
cation list, although essential for State, regional, andinter-
national comparison, does not assure strict comparability
of the tabulated figures. A high degree of comparability
could be attained only if all of the data on cause of death
were reported with equal accuracy and completeness. Since
the medical certification of death can be made only by a
qualified person, usually a physician or a coroner, the reli-
ability and accuracy of cause-of-death statistics are, to a
large extent, governed by the acumen and ability of the
medical attendant to make the proper diagnosis and by the
care with which the death certificate is filled out.

The quality of the basic data reported on the death
certificate is, of course, of fundamental importance in the
interpretation of cause-of-death statistics. Although anum-
ber of notable studies have been made on the accuracy of
medical diagnoses, there is an unfortunate lack of national
statistics on the subject. The studies on the accuracy of
cause-of-death statements have taken clinical or patholog-
ical reports as the point of departure for comparison with
the medical returns on the death certificate. By necessity,
these studies have been limited to deaths on which hospital
records or autopsy reports were available. Since less than
two-thirds of all deaths in 1958 occurred in hospitals, and
autopsies were reported as having been performed on only
about 19 percent of all cases (see table 6-O, section 6,
Volume 1, Vital Statistics of the United Stales, 1958, and
table 68 in Volume II), studies based on such data may be
subject to considerable bias.

A more satisfactory evaluation of the quality of the
cause-of-death statement may be made by including all
deaths in the study rather than hospital deaths only. Such a
pilot study was based on a sample of deaths occurring in
Pennsylvania during 3 months of 1956.%? For particular
causes of death, a representative sample of certificates
was selected. Questionnaires were sent to the physicians
signing the certificates selected asking for the diagnostic
methods, with pertinent findings, on which the medical cer-
tification of death was based. The returns were reviewed
along with the original cause-of-death statement and rated

23por complete report,
dence Supporting Medical Certificatrons of Death, by Iwao
William S. Baum, William M. Haenszel, and
American Journal of Public Health,
1376-87.

see Inquiry Into Diagnostic Evi-

M. Moriyama,
Berwyn F. Mattison,
Vol. 48, No. 10, October 1958, pp-.
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for quality (type and amount) of supporting diagnostic in-
formation. For 39 percent of the cases the diagnostic data
given were sketchy while for 58 percent the information
was considered good or very good. The quality of the diag-
nostic information varied considerably with the cause of
death. The authors concluded that in Pennsylvania the diag-
nostic data for many disease categories provided an ade-
quate base for medical certification of the cause of death,

One index of the quality of reporting of causes of death
is the proportion of death certificates coded to the Seventh
Revision category numbers 780-793 and 795, which are the
rubrics for ill-defined and unknown causes of death. This
percentage indicates the care and consideration given to
the certification of causes of death by the attending physi-
cian. It may also be used as a rough measure of the speci-
ficity of the medical diagnosis made by the physicians in
the various areas. In 1959 only 1.0 percent of all reported
deaths in the United States were assigned to ill-defined or
unknown causes. However, this percentage varies among
the States from 0.2 to 8.9 percent, reflecting differences
in the quality of reporting. :

Ranking- causes of death.—Ranking causes of death is
a popular method of presenting mortality statistics. The
list of causes and the rules of ranking used have been
recommended by the Public Health Conference on Records
and Statistics. To obtain results that are comparable,
the same basic list of causes and rules of ranking must
be used in comparisons of areas or of years.

The causes included in the List of 59 Selected Causes
of Death have been ranked on the basis of the number of
deaths assigned to each (see table 6-G in section 6). Two
group titles, major cardiovascular-renal diseases and dis-
eases of the cardiovascular system, and the single title
symptoms, senility, and ill-defined conditions, are not
ranked. The remaining titles are ranked to determine the
leading causes of death. When one of the titles that repre-
sents a subtotal is ranked, as in the case of tuberculosis,
all forms, its component parts (tuberculosis of respiratory
system and tuberculosis, other forms) are not ranked.

Control of errors

For many years the assignment of codes for the items
to be classified and tabulated from copies of certificates
of birth, death, and fetal death, as well as the preparation
of punched cards, was verified completely. Review of these
verifying procedures in 1947 and of the amount of error
which was eliminated by them clearly showed that relative-
ly little was gained for the effort involved. Therefore, be-
ginning with the data for 1947, varying portions of the cod-
ing and punching have been verified on a sample basis.

' The coding and punching of birth data were performed
simultaneously and the major portion of the work verified
using a partial sequential sample, This procedure was used
in verifying the work of employees whose performance (as
indicated by complete verification) was such as to produce

_consistently less than 4-percent error distributed among
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all the items. For any one item, less than l-percent error
would be expected under these procedures. The sample
procedure coupled with certain mechanical checks of the
punched cards achieved an average error level of 1.8 per-
cent for the operation. The procedure involved the verifi-
cation of the coding and punching of every 10th card .
throughout each lot of 2,000 cards. If the 4-percent level of
error (8 cards containing one or more incorrectly coded or
punched columns) was reached, each succeeding card in the
lot was verified. In such lots no review was made of that
portion preceding the 8th error card. The work of trainees
whose performance was such as to produce more than 4-
percent error was verified completely. Exrrors determined
in either procedure were reviewed to detect and control
bias. '

Coding of all items for deaths was verified in the same
manner and according to the same tolerance levels as de-
scribed above for births. Death data were codedin two sep-
arate operations (one entirely devoted to the classification
of the underlying cause of death) and then key punched. The
procedure for verifying the determination and coding of
deaths achieved average error levels of 0.4 percent in
cause-of-death coding and 1.9 percent in the combined
coding and punching of the other mortality items. As with
the punched cards for births, certain mechanical checks,
designed to assure compatibility of the items, further re-
duced the error introduced in the coding and punching oper-
ations.

The coding and simultaneous punching of the fetal
deaths, because of their relatively small number, were
completely verified.

Tabulating, computing, table preparation, and all other
operations subsequent to the preparation of punched cards
were verified agccording to procedures designed to elimi-
nate all processing errors.

INTERPRETATION OF DATA

While vital statistics data are useful for a variety of
administrative and scientific purposes, they cannot be
correctly interpreted unless various qualifying factors, in
addition to methods of classification, are taken into account.
The factors to be considered depend upon the specific pur-
poses for which the data are to be used. It is not feasible
to discuss all of the pertinent factors in the use of vital
statistics tabulations, but some of the more important
should be mentioned.

Most of the factors limiting the use of the data arise
from imperfections in the original records or from the
impracticability of tabulating these data in very detailed
categories. These defects should not be ignored, but their.
existence does not vitiate the value of the data for most
general purposes. Analysis of small differences or exact
evaluation of vital statistics requires careful study of many
related elements. However, the major trends and differ-
ences will not usually be changed materially by finer
analysis.
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Small frequencies

The numbers of births or deaths reported for a com-
munity, or the numbers of illnesses, marriages, or divorces,
represent complete counts of such events.?* As such, they
are not subject to sampling error, although theyare subject
to errors in the registration process. However, when the
figures are used for analytical purposes, such as the com-
parison of rates over a time period or for different areas,

the number of events that actually occurred may be consid--

ered as one of a large series of possible results that could
have arisen under the same circumstances. The probable
range of values may be estimated from the actual figures
according to certain statistical assumptions.

In general, distributions of vital events may be assumed
to follow the binomial distribution. Estimates of standard
error and tests of significance under this assumption are
described in most standard statistics texts. When the
number of events is large, the standard error, expressed
as a percent of the number or rate, is usually small.

When the number of events is small (perhaps less than
100) and the probability of such an event is small, consid-
erable caution must be observed in interpreting the condi-
tions described by the figures. Events of rare nature may
be assumed to follow a Poisson probability distribution.
For this distribution, a simple approximation may be used
to estimate the error, as follows:

If N is the number of births?2® deaths, or other vital
events, and R is the corresponding rate, the chances are 19
in 20 that

1. The “true’’ number of events lies between

N and N+2/ﬁ

N -2
2. The “‘true’’ rate lies between

R R
——and R +2 —/——

v v

If the rate R corresponding to N events is compared with
the rate § corresponding to M events, the difference
between the two rates may be regarded as statistically
significant, if it exceeds

R - 2

R2 S2
24 [— +
N M

24Exceptions to this are birth data for 1951 to 1954 and
1956 to 1959. As discussed later, these statistics are based
on a B0-percent sample of birth records, and therefore they
vary from complete counts

25Birth date for 1951 to 1954 and 1956 to 1959 are de-
rived from & 50-percent sample, and N should therefore be
taken as one-half of the number of births given in the
tables of the volumes for these years.

INTRODUCTION

For example, suppose that the observed death rate for
Community A was 10.0 per 1,000 population and that this
rate was based on 20 recorded deaths. Given prevailing
conditions, the chances are 19 in 20 that the ‘‘true’’ or
underlying death rate for that community lies between 5.5
and 14.5 per 1,000 population. Let it be further supposed
that the death rate for Community A of 10.0 per 1,000 popu-
lation were being compared with a rate of 20.0 per 1,000
population for Community B which is based on 10 recorded
deaths. While the difference between the rates for the two
communities is 10.0, this difference is less than twice the
standard error of the difference

(10.0)2 (20.0)2
—— + ——
20 10

of the two rates which is computed to be 13.4. From this,
it is concluded that the difference between the rates for the
two communities is not statistically significant.

Sampling of birth records

Final birth data for 1951 to 1954 and 1956 to 1959 have
been derived from S5O-percent samples, which consist of
only even-numbered birth records.?® Statistics for these
years were obtained by multiplying the sample figures by 2.
Prior to 1951 and for 1955, annual birth statistics were
based on the total file of birth records.

The sample data represent estimates which differ
somewhat from figures that would have been derived by
processing all the records. However, the manner in which
records are numbered greatly reduces the sampling varia-
bility of totals for geographic areas. With few exceptions,
records are numbered in the State offices of vital statistics
as they are received from the local offices. The assignment
of the last digit in the nuinber is not selective, and the sys-
tematic sample of even-numbered records may be assumed
to be unbiased. Furthermore, because the records are almost
always in geographic order before numbering, twice the
sample count of births occurring in the great majority of
the urban places and counties in table 25 is virtually the
same as the corresponding figure based on all records.
This was confirmed by a comparison of the inflated sample
figures for 1951 with actual counts of the total numbers of
records filed for births that occurred in these areas. In
less than one-tenth of the areas was the difference 5 or
more. The maximum difference was 12,

The extent to which residence figures for urbanplaces,
counties, and States derived from the sample differ from
the totals that would have resulted from a complete count
depends on the amount of nonresident interchange. (This
assumes virtually no error in the figures on a place-of-
occurrence basis.) Since there is relatively little nonresi-

26ppis applies to data for all States, the District of
Columbia, Hawaii, and Puerto Rico. Data for the Virgin
Islands are based on all of the records filed.
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dent interchange of births among the States and between
“‘metropolitan’’ and ‘‘nonmetropolitan’’ groups of counties
in any State, the sampling errors for these geographic units
are negligible.

' The nonresident interchange factor is more important
for many individual urban places and counties. During 1959,
47 percent of the births occurred in anurban place or rural
part of a county which was not the mother’s place of resi-
dence. Figures are not shown in this volume on the amount
of nonresident interchange in individual urban places or
counties. But, the met situation for an area can be deter-
mined by comparing the figures by place of occurrence and
by place of residence in table 25. The percent error in an
urban place or a county resident total due to sampling
" varies between zero and the value obtained from the table
described below: the amount of the error depends on the
extent of nonresident interchange as judged from this com-
parison.

The following table shows percent errors due to sam-
pling in the published birth data by other than geographic
characteristics. The chances are about 2 out of 3 that the
percent difference due to sampling variability between the
published figure based on the S50-percent sample and the
result that would be obtained by a complete count is less
than the appropriate percent error shown in the table. The
chances are about 19 out of 20 that the percent difference
is less than twice the percent error.

NUMBER CF TOTAL, BIRTHS IN AREA OR TO RESIDENTS OF AREA™

BIRTHS WITH

A SPECIFIED
CHARACTERISTIC| 250 | $00| 1,0001{ 2,000 5,000 | 10,000 | 50,000 } 500,000
[0 I 18,3 (18,3 18.3| 18.3| 18.3 18.3 18.3 18.3
S0mar e ——— 14.1 4.1 14.1| 14.1| 24.1 14.1 4.1 14.1
o o M —— 7.7| 8.9 9.5 9.7 2.9 9.9 10.0 10.0
250 m e e 0.0] 4.5 5.5 5.8 6.2 6.2 6.3 8.3
S500-mmmmmcmee ..] 0.0 3.2 3.9 4.2 4.4 4.4 4.5
1,000mmemamn—— eoe]| nen 0.0 2.2 2.8 3.0 3.1 3.2
2,000 —mmmemeen esel aee .o 0.0|. 1.7 2.0 2.2 2.2
5,000 ceccnmen erel wee ees cee 0.0 1.0 1.3 l.4
10,000 = ces ves soe cee ee c.0 0.9 1.0
20,000emmamma" sl see cen ces . .o 0.5 0.7
50,000=mmmeman ool wue voe cee 0.0 0.4

2an "area" is the smallest geogrephic unit to which the figure under
consideration pertains. If the area is a city or county of residence
where apprecisble nonresident interchange occurs, the sempling error
will be slightly lerger.

Completeness of registration

Although every State has adopted a law requiring the
registration of births, deaths, and fetal deaths, these laws
are not uniformly observed. In most areas practically all
births and deaths are registered. For some areas, however,
there is enough underregistration to affect the use of the
statistics for certain purposes.

Nationwide tests of completeness of birth registration
were made in both 1940 and 1950. For the United States as
a whole, these tests indicated that birth registration was
regpectively 92.5 and 97.9 percent complete. A detailed
discussion of the results of these tests wasgiven in Volume
I of Vital Statistics of the United States, 1950, chapter 6.
On the basis of results of the 1950 test, it is estimated that
in 1959 birth registration completeness was 98.8 percent
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for the country as a whole—99.3 for the white group and
96.2 for the nonwhite. (See table 3-D and figure 3-1in
section 3.)

Quantitative information on completeness of death reg-
istration is not available. One condition for admission to
the national registration areas was a demonstrated regis-
tration completeness of at least 90 percent, although the
method used in testing completeness was subject to con-
siderable error. It is believed that in the past death regis-
tration for the United States has been more complete than
birth registration, although the difference now may be rather :
small. There is evidence, however, that in certain isolated
areas, incomplete registration is still a problem. For exam-
ple, a study made in a few selected counties of Tennessee,
where ‘the death rates for 1949 to 1951 were unusually low,
served to locate a number of unregistered deaths A simi-
lar situation may exist in other States.

Registration of fetal deaths is probably significantly
incomplete in all areas. Further discussion of registration
of fetal deaths is contained in the section on fetal deaths.

Central’ registration of marriages and divorces is not

.required in all States. No comprehensive study of the com-

pleteness of marriage and divorce registration in the
United States has yet been made, However, a program of
testing the completeness of the registration of marriages
and divorces in individual States has been undertaken. The
available results indicate that in the tested States the per-
centage of marriage registration completeness is above 95
percent. No data on divorce registration completeness are
available. . '

Completeness of reporting of the notifiable diseases
varies greatly by disease and by area. In general, report-
ing is significantly incomplete, but exact information on
this subject is not available.

Population bases

Except as noted, vital rates shown inthis report for the
United States and the individual States are basedon the popu-
lations present in the respective areas. These populations
exclude the Armed Forces and civilian personnel abroadbut
include the Armed Forces stationed in eacharea.On July 1,
1959, it was estimated that there were 683,000 persons in
the Armed Forces abroad, or 0.4 percent of the total popu-
lation (table 1-J). The estimates of the total population of
the United States by age, color, and sex in 1959 are shown
in tables 1-K and 1-L. They are based on data from the
1950 census and statistics of births, deaths, immigration,
and emigration since April 1, 1950. Estimates of the
population in each State for 1955 to 1939 (table 1-M) are
based on the population enumerated in the 1950 census,
estimates of births, deaths, net civilian migration, move-
ment into the Armed Forces, and dataon State or preservice
residence of persons in the Armed Forces.

27fennessee Department of Public Health, "Results of
Survey of Death Registration Completeness," The Spotlight,
January 1954.
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All population estimates used in this report were pre-
pared by the U.S, Bureau of the Census unless otherwise
noted.

Occurrence and residence allocation

Data in this report have been tabulated according to
both place of occurrence and place of residence; however,
much greater emphasis is given to residence statistics.
Figures for individual urban places and counties or for
population groups by place of occurrence do not give an
accurate indication of relative health and fertility conditions.
However, for a larger area such as a State, the tabulations
compiled on the two bases do not usually show a substantial
difference. The tabulations by place of occurrence and by
place of residence are identical for the total United States,
because births and deaths of United States residents
occurring outside of the country and of foreign residents
occurring in the country are not reallocated to the country
of residence.

Tests made in 1950 indicate that for the country as a
whole, errors in residence reporting result in a significant
overstatement of births to residents of urban places and a
corresponding understatement in the number to residents
of areas classified as rural. The extent of bias varies from
State to State. Residence errors occur largely because of
the major growth in population areas close to cities. Fre-
quently, parts of these surrounding areas have city mailing
addresses, and unless special care is taken in asking for
residence information, they could be identified as being
ingide the cities. This situation has assumed special im-
portance because of a concomitant development, the in-
creased utilization of hospitals in cities by residents of
nearby places. Misstatements of residence are more likely
to remain undetected in such cases than when the birth
occurs in the place of residence. -

Corresponding measures of the accuracy of residence
reporting on death records are not available; however, it
is believed that the foregoing qualifications would also
generally apply to resident death statistics.

Item 2 on the standard certificates of live birth,
death, and fetal death (see figures 1-1, 1-2, and 1-3)is
‘‘Usual Residence.’’ On death certificates, this item further
reads ( .... If institution: Residence before admission).
In addition to asking for State, county, city, town, or
location, and street address, the standard certificate forms
include the questions ‘‘Is residence inside city limits?”’
and ‘‘Is residence on a farm?’’ Table 1-A shows the States
which include these questions on their certificates. For
a variety of reasons, the information entered in item 2
does not always permit an accurate decision as to the
proper allocation of residence.

In some cases, the place named in item 2c is actually
a subdivision of a city. If the place named does not appear
in the geographic code manual as a separate place, alloca-
tion is made to the ‘‘balance of county’’ unless there is
some other information available to the coder. In some
cases, the additional information consists of a residence
code entered by the local registrar or in the State vital
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statistics office. In other cases, lists of place names which
are actually inclusions of listed cities are furnished by the
State offices. It is probable, however, that a number of cer-
tificates filled out in this manner are incorrectly coded
for residence, either because additional information is not
available or because information on hand is outdated. City
boundaries might change, for example, without either the
State vital statistics office or NOVS being notified.

Many people receive their mail in a geographic sub-
division other than that in which they live and, when asked
for their address, give their correct mailing address.
Proper use of the check box in item 2e (Is residence inside
city limits?) will prevent allocation to the city named in 2¢
but does not necessarily assure correct allocation. Locally
assigned residence codes, when they appear, provide the
best means of avoiding error in these cases. However, a
certain amount of error undoubtedly occurs affecting the
accuracy of data for cities and to some extent, counties.

In computing the infant mortality and fetal death rates
in table 25 for individual counties and cities of 10,000
population and over, there is a question of the consistency
of residence reporting for live births on the one hand and
infant deaths or fetal deaths on the other. For those States
in which item 2e (Is residence within city limits?) is car-
ried on one type of certificate but not on the other, the pos-
sibility of error is obvious. In addition, there are States
in which residence coding is done by the State or the local
registrars on certificates of live birthbutnoton certificates
of death, or vice versa. Here, again, residence allocation
may not be consistent. In some cases the unusually high
or low infant death rate shown for rural areas of metropoli-
tan counties in table 26 may be the result of coding errors
rather than differences in the force of mortality.

Most of the tabulations on marriages and divorces
provided by the individual States are classified by place
where the event occurred. It is not possible at the present

‘time to allocate these data by place of residence.

The practice of allocating notifiable diseases by resi-
dence varies not only with respect to diseases but also
among the States. Corrections usually are not made for
diseases of high frequency such as measles and whooping
cough. In some States an attempt is made to allocate by
residence cases of typhoid fever, poliomyelitis, diphtheria,
smallpox, and certain other diseases, but this practice is
not uniform.

GUIDE TO TABULATIONS

The National Office of Vital Statistics tabulates a large
volume of statistical material. Since only the tabulations
that seem most important or of general interest can be
published, some of the data available are never printed.
Nevertheless, the unpublished data on summary cards are
available to research workers and to many others having
specialized interests.

Table 1-H, ‘““Guide to the Tabulations for 1959,’" is
included for the use of those persons who may need certain
statistical data which have not been published.

In the tabular outline, each tabulation is described
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separately. Column headings show all the different clas-
sifications of subject matter used in the general body of
data being described, and the stub shows the scope of the
tabulation—whether the tabulation was made for each State
and Hawaii, the United States, or for selected areas only.

The many interrelations of data within this framework
are shown by simple notations. In the horizontal rows for

each tabulation and under each subject-classification are -

placed e‘flphabetical notations which indicate the interrela-
tions within the particular tabulation. Within each tabulation,
subjects noted by X are cross-tabulated with each other
and with all lettered subjects; for example, in mortality
tabulation III (see table), deaths for each Stateare tabulated
by cause of death and the cause groups in turn are cross-
tabulated by race and sex. The resulting cause-race-sex
groups are then tabulated by age, by month of death, and by
nativity, However, the lettered subjects (age, month of
death, and nativity) are not cross-tabulated with eachother.

The only exception to this general principle is the case
where two or more lettered subjects are cross-tabulated
with each other but are not crossed with other lettered
subjects in the tabulation. In such cases, the same letter is
used to indicate those which are cross-tabulated. For
example, in natality tabulation I, color is cross-classified
with sex, with attendant at birth, with birth weight, and with
farm residence. However, sex, month of birth, legitimacy,
and birth weight are not cross-classified with each other.

The detail in which some of the items have been tabu-
lated is not indicated in this guide. Class intervals for the
_ same item vary between tabulations. The purpose of the
guide is to indicate the scope of data included in the vital
statistics tabulating program. Specific information of the
detail available for any item can be obtained from the
National Office of Vital Statistics.

HAWAII, PUERTO RICO, AND
VIRGIN ISLANDS

Geographic classification

Data on births and deaths for geographic subdivisions
of Hawaii, Puerto Rico, and the Virgin Islands are shown
in tables on pages 13-18 of this volume. In these tables,
the primary subdivision is the county or the equivalent
of the county, which is designated as the ‘‘county” in
Hawaii and the ‘‘municipality’’ in Puerto Rico and the
Virgin Islands.

A further geographic subdivision for which data are
shown separately is the individual urban place. Figures for
births and deaths are given for each place in Hawaii and
Puerto Rico having a population of 10,000 or more, and
for each place in the Virgin Islands with a population of
2,500 or more, according to the 1950 census.

All geogralihic data for these areas are by place of
occurrence. Because of the movement from rural to urban

place for hospitalization, statistics of births and deaths by

place of occurrence cannot be used for many local areas as
indicative of the levels of fertility and mortality.
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! Race and polor

Births and deaths are classified in detail by special
classifications adopted in accordance with the composition
of the population of each area. These classifications cor-
respond to those used by the Bureau of the Census in the
1950 census., However, in this report, figures are shown
only for the two major groups, white and nonwhite, with
the exception of one summary table for births and deaths
where the detailed classifications are shown.

The classifications used for Hawaii,
and the Virgin Islands are indicated below.

Puerto Rico,

Hawaii:
Hawaiian and Part-Hawanan
Caucasian
Chinese
Japanese
Filipino
Other races
Puerto Rico (same as for the United States):
White
Nonwhite
Virgin Islands:
White
Negro
Other nonwhite
There is a problem of comparability between census
and vital record information on race in some areas. Dif-
ferences in reporting race may also arise between birth
and death records, and lack of comparability here would
affect infant and maternal mortality rates.

Attendant at birth

In Hawaii, birth data are shown for the customary
three categories— ‘‘physician in hospital,’”” ‘‘physician not
in hospital,” and ‘‘midwife.” In Puerto Rico and the
Virgin Islands, however, a slight modification was made in
the classification because of the large proportion of births
in hospitals attended by other than physicians. In these
areas, births were classified as occurring ‘‘in hospital’’
or ‘‘not in hospital.”” For those births ‘‘not in hospital’’ the
distribution by attendant is also shown.

Cause of deéth

Rules governing the classification of cause of death
are discussed earlier in this section under Classification
of Data. .

Completeness of registration

All the data for Hawaii, Puerto Rico, and the Virgin
Islands refer to registered events. Completeness of regis-
tration of births, deaths, marriages, and divorces is there-
fore a factor to be considered in the interpretation of the
data. Tests of birth registration were made for these areas
in 1940 and 1950. The results of these tests are given in
Volume I of Vital Statistics of the Umted States, 1950,
chapter 6.
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(This tabular index provides an outline of the major or ""summary" tabulations of data included in the vital statistics program. Cross-classifications of data in other types
of tabulations are not shown., Each summary tabulation 1s described separately. Column headings show the classifications of subject matter; the stub shows the scope
of the tabulation. Tabulations listed for each State include data for Hawaii. Subjects denoted by the symbol X are cross-tabulated with each other and with lettered
subjects. Lettered subjects are not cross-tabulated with each other unless the same letter is used. For further explanation, see text in this section)
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Tpeta aveilable on both an oceurrence snd & residence basis.
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Population of “Birth- and Death-Registration States, 1900-1932,
and United States, 1900-1959

(Population enumerated as of April 1 for 1940 and 1950 and estimated as July 1 for all other years. For growth of birth- and death-registration areas, see table 1-C)

1-1.

1-25

1 1
UNITED STATES UNITED STATES Birth- Death~
reglstration registration
States, States,
YEAR Population Population YEAR Population Population population population
ineluding residing ineluding residing residing residing
Armed Forces in Armed Forces in in in
gbroad area abroed area area area

1959 177,103,000 176,420,000 || 193 124,949,000 124,840,471 118,903,899 118,903,899
1958 174,054,000 173,252,000 || 1931~ 124,149,000 124,039,648 117,455,229 118,148,987
1957 171,196,000 170,293,000 || 1230 123,188,000 123,076,741 116,544,946 117,238,278
1356 168,174,000 167,259,000 [| 1929 ——— 121,769,939 115,317,450 115,317,450
1955 165,271,000 164,303,000 {| 1928 -—— 120,501,135 113,636, 160 113,636,160
1954 162,409,000 161,185,000 (| 1927~ 119,038, 062 104,320,830 107,084,532
1953 159,643,000 158,320,000 || 1926 117,399,225 90,400,590 103,822,683
1952 157,028,000 155,761,000 (| 1925 115,831,963 88,294,564 102,031,555
1951 154,360,000 153,384,000 |f 1924 114,113,463 87,000,295 99,318,098
1950 151,132,000 150,697,361 || 1923 — 111,949,945 81,072,123 96,788,197
1949 149,188,000 148,665,000 {| 1922 —_— 110,054,778 79,560,746 92,702,90
1948 146,631,000 146,093,000 || 1922 — 108,541,489 70,807,090 87,814,447
1947 144,126,000 143,446,000 {| 1920. — 106,466,420 63,597,307 86,079,263
194 141,389,000 140,054,000 || 1919 105,062,747 204,512,110 61,212,076 83,157,962
1945 139,928, 000 132,481,000 || 1918 104,549,886 103,202,800 55,153,782 79,008,412
1944 138,397,000 132,885,000 || 1917 103,413,743 103,265,915 55,197,952 70,234,775
1943 136,739,000 134,245,000 || 1916. _— 101,965,984 352,944,013 66,971,177
1942 134,860, 000 133,920,000 || 1915 100,549, 013 31,096,697 61,894,847
1941. 133,402,000 133,121,000 || 1914 99,117,567 —— 80, 963,309
1940 131,820,000 131,669,275 || 1913 — 97,226,814 - 58,156,740

1912 -— 95,331,308 -— 54,847,700
1939 131,028,000 130,879,718
1938 129,969,000 129,824,939 || 1911 J— 93,867,814 — 53,929,644
1937 128,961,000 128,824,829 || 1910 92,406,536 — 47,470,437
1936 128,181,000 128,053,180 (| 1909 90,491,525 -— 44,223,513
1935 127,362,000 127,250,232 || 1908 88,708,976 - 38,634,759

1907 87,000,271 — 34,552,837
1934 126,485, 000 126,373,775 [| 1906 — 85,436,556 — 33,762,268
1933 125,690,000 125,578,763

1505 — 83,819,666 — 21,767,980

1904 J— 82,164,974 —_— 21,332,076

1903 - 80,632,152 - 20,943,222

1902 -— 19,160,196 — 20,582,907

1901 — 77,585,128 —— 20,237,453

1500 — 76,094,134 — 19, 965,446

‘Beginning with 1959, includes Alaska.

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, Vital Statistics Retes in the United States, 1900-1940;

Historlcal Statistics of the United States, Colonfal Times to 1957; Statistical
Abstract of the United States, 1960; Current Population Reports, Series P-25, Nos. 98, 121, 170, 195, and 212; and official records.
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Table 1-K. Estimated Population of the United States Including Armed Forces
Abroad, by Age, Color, and Sex: July 1, 1959

(Figures represent the sum of the total population residing 1n the United States, including Alaska, and of the Armed Forces abroad. Estimates are rounded to the nearest
thousand without being adjusted to totals, which are independently rounded)

TOTAL WHITE NONWHITE
AGE,
Both sexes Male Female Both sexes Male Female Both sexes Mele Female

ALL AGES 177,103,000 || 87,651,000 | 89,452,000 || 157,290,000 || 77,969,000 | 79,321,000 | 18,813,000 || 9,682,000 | 10,131,000
Under 1 yeer 3,794,000 1,930,000 | 1,865,000 3,237,000 1,650,000 | 1,586,000 558,000 279,000 278,000
1-4 years 16,001,000 || 8,151,000 | 7,849,000 13,687,000 || 6,989,000 | 6,599,000 2,315,000 || 1,164,000 | 1,151,000
5-9 year: 18,701,000 9,550,000 | 9,151,000 16,095,000 8,240,000 | 7,855,000 2,806,000 1,310,000 1,296,000
10-14 yearx 16,431,000 8,391,000 | 8,040,000 14,365,000 7,354,000 | 7,011,000 2,066,000 1,037,000 1,029,000
15-19 year: 12,956,000 || 6,575,000 | 6,361,000 11,388,000 || 5,794,000 | 5,594,000 1,568,000 781,000 787,000
20-24 year: 11,162,000 5,626,000 | 5,536,000 9,767,000 4,932,000 | 4,835,000 1,395,000 694,000 701,000
25-29 year 11,038,000 5,506,000 | 5,532,000 9,747,000 4,886,000 | 4,861,000 1,291,000 620,000 671,000
30-34 year: 12,004, 000 5,898,000 6,106,000 10,695,000 5,293,000 | 5,402,000 1,309,000 605,000 704,000
35-39 year: 12,363,000 8,052,000 | 6,311,000 11,092,000 5,451,000 | 5,641,000 1,270,000 600,000 670,000
40-44 year: 11,420,000 5,582,000 | 5,838,000 10,315,000 5,066,000 | 5,249,000 1,108,000 516,000 589,000
45-49 yea, 10,918,000 || S,334,000( 5,583,000 9,823,000 || 4,820,000 | 5,004,000 1,094,000 515,000 579,000
50-54 9,577,000 4,692 000 | 4,885,000 8,688,000 4,260,000 | 4,428,000 889,000 432,000 457,000
55-59 8,226,000 || 3,991,000 | 4,234,000 7,485,000 || 3,631,000 | 3,854,000 741,000 361,000 380,000
60-64 7,133,000 || 3,405,000 3,728,000 6,576,000 || 3,132,000 | 3,444,000 557,000 273,000 284,000
65-69 5,746,000 2,898,000 3,047,000 5,355,000 2,511,000 2,844,000 391,000 187,000 204,000
70-74 years-- 4,283,000 || 1,969,000 | 2,314,000 4,018,000 || 1,842,000 { 2,176,000 265,000 127,000 138,000
75-79 YeBTS=--mmmmmmmmmm e 2,973,000 || 1,295,000 | 1,678,000 2,779,000 || 1,206,000 | 1,573,000 195,000 90,000 105,000
80-84 years-- 1,519,000 845,000 875,000 1,411,000 584,000 817,000 108, 000 50,000 58,000
83 years and OVeI=—-———- - r o 858,000 359,000 499,000 767,000 319,000 449,000 91, 000 41,000 50,000

Source: U.3. Bureau of the Census,
P-25, No. 212, 1960.

"Bstimates of the Population of +ihe United States, by Age, Color, and Sex: July 1, 1957 to 1959," Current Population Reports, Serles
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Table 1-L.  Estimated Population Residing in United States (Excluding Armed
Forces Abroad), by Age, Color, and Sex: July 1, 1959

(Figures include persons in the Armed Forces stationed in the United States, including Alaska. Estimates are rounded to the nearest thousand without being adjusted to
totals, which are independently rounded)

TOTAL WHITE NONWHITE
AGE
Both sexes Male Female Both sexes Male Femeale Both sexes Male Female

ALL AGES 176,420,000 || 86,934,000 | 89,486,000 || 156,651,000 || 77,303,000 | 79,348,000 [ 19,769,000 || 9,631,000 | 10,138,000
Under 1 year. . 3,804,000 || 1,934,000 | 1,870,000 3,236,000 || 1,650,000 | 1,586,000 568,000 284,000 284,000
1-4 year: 16,000,000 || 8,151,000 | 7,848,000 15,690,000 || 6,990,000 | 8,700,000 2,309,000 || 1,161,000 | 1,148,000
5-9 years 18,703,000 || 9,551,000 | 9,153,000 16,097,000 || 8,241,000 | 7,856,000 2,607,000 || 1,310,000 | 1,297,000
10-14 years 16,435,000 || 8,393,000 | 8,042,000 14,368,000 |{ 7,355,000 | 7,013,000 2,067,000 || 1,038,000 | 1,029,000
16-19 years 12,850,000 || 6,466,000 | 6,384,000 11,288,000 || 5,691,000 | 5,597,000 1,562,000 775,000 787,000
20-24 years 10,867,000 || 5,324,000 | 5,544,000 9,404,000 || 4,652,000 | 4,842,000 1,374,000 672,000 702,000
25-29 years 10,922,000 || 5,385,000 | 5,537,000 9,642,000 || 4,778,000 | 4,864,000 1,280,000 607,000 673,000
30-34 year: 11,928,000 || 5,820,000 6,108,000 10,625,000 || 5,221,000 | 5,404,000 1,303,000 599,000 704,000
35-39 years 12,299,000 || 5,985,000 6,314,000 11,032,000 || 5,389,000 | 5,643,000 1,267,000 598,000 671,000
40-44 years 11,382,000 {| 5,544,000 5,838,000 10,279,000 || 5,030,000 | 5,249,000 1,103,000 514,000 589,000
45-49 years 10,907,000 || S,323,000 | 5,585,000 9,814,000 || 4,808,000 5,008,000 1,094,000 515,000 579,000
50-54 years 9,575,000 || 4,690,000 | 4,885,000 8,687,000 || 4,258,000 | 4,428,000 888,000 432,000 456,000
§5-59 years 8,228,000 || 3,993,000| 4,236,000 7,489,000 || 3,633,000 | 3,856,000 740,000 360,000 380,000
60-64 years 7,133,000 |} 3,406,000 | 3,728,000 6,577,000 || 3,133,000 | 3,444,000 557,000 273,000 284,000
65-69 years 5,752,000 [{ 2,702,000 3,051,000 5,361,000 || 2,514,000 | 2,847,000 392,000 188,000 204,000
70-74 yes: 4,284,000.|| 1,970,000 2,314,000 4,018,000 || 1,842,000 | 2,176,000 268,000 128,000 158,000
75-79 year 2,971,000 1,296,000 | 1,676,000 2,717,000 1,208,000 | 1,571,000 195,000 90,000 105,000
80-84 years 1,520,000 645,000 875,000 1,411,000 594,000 817,000 108,000 51,000 58,000
85 years and over 860,000 360,000 501,000 769,000 318,000 450,000 92,000 41,000 51,000

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, official records.
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Table 1-M. Estimated Population (Excluding Armed Forces Abroad):
United States, Each Division and State, July 1, 1955-59

(Figures include persons in the Armed Forces stationed in each area. Estimates are rounded to the nearest thousand without being adjusted to totals,
pendently rounded)

which are inde-

AREA 1959 1938 1957 1956 1955
UNITED STATES - oo mmom oo oo o oo e o e o mee 176,420,000 173,232,000 170,293,000 167,259,000 164,303,000
GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS
New Englend. ——— 10,155,000 10,025,000 9,836,000 9,713,000 9,696,000
Middle Atlanti - 33,748,000 33,302,000 32,776,000 32,523,000 32,078,000
East North Central 36,513,000 35,863,000 34,979,000 34,347,000 33,694,000
West North Central —_— 15,375,000 15,210,000 15,214,000 15,088,000 14,869,000
SOUth ALLANELC e mm o oo e e 25,828,000 25,266,000 24,761,000 24,093,000 23,473,000
East South Central 12,004,000 11,876,000 11,815,000 11,661,000 11,579,000
West South Central 16,700,000 16,433,000 16,277,000 15,899,000 15,658,000
Mounta, 6,624,000 6,457,000 6,288,000 6,100,000 5,974,000
pacifict R S, — 19,419,000 18,800,000 18,347,000 17,838,000 17,281,000
NEW ENGLAND
Main 949,000 944,000 939,000 929,000 920,000
New Eempshir - 592,000 582,000 573,000 565,000 553,000
Vermon 372,000 372,000 370,000 370,000 366,000
Messachusetts e mmmmmae—man 4,851,000 4,900,000 4,827,000 4,784,000 4,820,000
Rhode Islend, -— 875,000 865,000 857,000 845,000 827,000
Connecticut —_— 2,415,000 2,363,000 2,269,000 2,220,000 2,209,000
MIDDLE ATLANTIC

New ‘York. 16,495,000 186,313,000 16,148,000 16,079,000 15,841,000
NeW JEIBEY=mmmmmsmmmm oo e o e e e m e 5,930,000 5,799,000 5,617,000 5,507,000 5,359,000
PEANSY LV AL G~ o e o e 11,323,000 11,190,000 11,011,000 10,937,000 10,878,000

EAST NORTH CENTRAL
Ohilo JE— 9,700,000 9,433,000 9,206,000 9,070,000 8,961,000
Indiana 4,638,000 4,565,000 4,507,000 4,433,000 4,335,000
Illinoi 10,205,000 10,000,000 3,699,000 9,484,000 9,316,000
Michigan e e e em 7,960,000 7,830,000 7,704,000 7,571,000 7,358,000
Wisconsin 4,010,000 3,935,000 3,861,000 3,789,000 3,704,000

WEST NORTH CENTRAL
Minnesota 3,399,000 3,242,000 3,318,000 3,262,000 3,187,000
Towa 2,809,000 2,781,000 2,183,000 2,752,000 2,712,000
Missouri 4,243,000 4,217,000 4,238,000 4,222,000 4,198,000
North Dakote - 642,000 638,000 645,000 641,000 639,000
[T 2T P — - 687,000 684,000 693,000 692,000 680,000
NEDIABKE == e s s e = e o mm  m m m  mm o mm  m e mm e 1,456,000 1,434,000 1,437,000 1,426,000 1,390,000
K 2,140,000 2,114,000 2,100,000 2,092,000 2,060,000

SOUTH ATLANTIC

Delavexe 454,000 444,000 434,000 416,000 396,000
Meryland. - 3,031,000 2,961,000 2,895,000 2,838,000 2,775,000
District of Columbie. - 840,000 828,000 820,000 808,000 832,000
Virginia 3,992,000 3,905,000 3,828,000 3,704,000 3,570,000
West Virginia 1,965,000 1,965,000 1,963,000 1,957,000 1,985,000
North Caroline. 4,530,000 4,469,000 4,472,000 4,402,000 4,327,000
South Carolina 2,417,000 2,391,000 2,368,000 2,325,000 2,297,000
Georgla 3,838,000 3,787,000 3,771,000 3,705,000 3,646,000
Floride. 4,761,000 4,515,000 4,209,000 3,937,000 3,657,000
KO Uy = = e e e e e e e e e 3,125,000 3,087,000 3,043,000 2,990,000 2,991,000
Ter 3,501,000 3,468,000 3,443,000 3,415,000 3,399,000
AL DB~ e e e e m—— 3,183,000 3,164,000 3,162,000 3,112,000 3,085,000
MLSBL88] P~ o e e e e s 2,185,000 2,157,000 2,166,000 2,145,000 2,104,000

WEST SOUTH CENTRAL
AN B mm o e m e e e el 1,744,000 1,751,000 1,780,000 1,747,000 1,771,000
Louisiana - 3,168,000 3,107,000 3,086,000 2,984,000 2,927,000
OKLBROME == o o e o e e e - 2,276,000 2,252,000 2,257,000 2,222,000 2,181,000
TORBS o e e e e e e 9,513,000 9,324,000 9,175,000 8,945,000 8,770,000

MOUNTAIN
Montan —-- 687,000 675,000 671,000 653,000 628,000
Idaho, - 664,000 652,000 645,000 524,000 809,000
Wyoming: 319,000 315,000 317,000 315,000 311,000
Colorado 1,682,000 1,655,000 1,663,000 1,627,000 1,560,000
New Mexico 879,000 855,000 813,000 788,000 792,000
ATLZONA === mm e o mm e 1,233,000 1,175,000 1,078,000 1,016,000 1,031,000
Utah - 880,000 858,000 640,000 825,000 799,000
Nevada 280,000 272,000 262,000 254,000 245,000
PACIFIC

WEBRINGEON ~m — e m oo e o o e oo 2,823,000 2,770,000 2,725,000 2,676,000 2,618,000
Oregon. - 1,766,000 1,746,000 1,743,000 1,732,000 1,694,000
California . 14,639,000 14,284,000 13,879,000 13,431,000 12,970,000
AL o e e ——— 191,000 (191,000) (211,000) (208,000) (209,000)

1Beginning with 1959, includes Aleska.

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, Current Population Reports,

Series P-25, Nos. 160, 186, and 210; and official records.



SECTION 2. MARRIAGE AND DIVORCE STATISTICS

MARRIAGES

The national marriage figure for 1959 was 1,494,000,
slightly above that for 1958 (1,451,000), but lower than any
other annual figure since 1944, except the 1954 total. The
annual marriage figure for the first time includes data for
Alagka, though not for Hawaii. The crude annual marriage
rate per 1,000 population was 8.5 compared with 8.4 for the
previous year.

The national annual marriage total for 1959 is based on
reports, or estimates, of marriages and marriage licenses.
It includes data on marriages from 45 States and on mar-
riage licenses from 4 States and the District of Columbia.
Complete numbers of marriages performed during the year
were obtained from 41 States, incomplete marriage figures
from 2 States (Missouri and Texas), and estimated figures
are available for 2 other States (Massachusetts and Okla-
homa). The estimates were prepared in the State offices.
Colorado, the District of Columbia, Nevada, North Carolina,
and Washington reported marriage licenses. The figure
for North Carolina includes estimates made by the National
Office of Vital Statistics for the nonreporting counties.

The number of marriage licenses issued is slightly
higher than that of marriages performed. Annual numbers

of marriages and of marriage licenses for 10 States (Arizbna,
Arkansas, Florida, Kansas, Louisiana, Missouri, Nebraska,
Texas, Virginia, and West Virginia) during the years 1955
to 1959 are shown below:

- NUMBER DIFFERENCE*
YEAR
. Marriage
Marriages licenses Number |Percent
1959 — e mmmm oo 295,150 | . 298,945 5,795 1.3
1958 = mommmmm e 278,691 282,778 -4,087 1.4
Y o — 274,979 279,696 4,717 1.7
1986 = memmmm e 300,017 302,194 -2,177 0.7
L] —— 294,042 299,675 5,633 1.9

J‘1\11"11:'.1:':T.a.ge licenses used as base.

Each year the number of marriage licenses exceeded
that of the marriages, the difference ranging between 1.9
percent in 1955 and 0.7 in 1956, The range of variation for
individual States, or by months, is considerably higher.?*

lpor monthly ratios of marriages and marriage licenses
for 1955 to 1957, see Monthly Vital Statistics Report,
National Office of Vital Statistics, Vol. 8, No. 10, 1959.

FIGURE 2-1

MARRIAGE AND DIVORCE RATES: UNITED STATES, 1920-59

{Rates per [,000 population)

A

Marriage rate

Aﬁvomemh
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Marriage Trend

Numbers of marriages and rates for each year from
1920 through 1959 are shown in table 2-A. For all years,
the annual totals include marriage licenses for those States
from which marriage figures were not available. Many
amnnual figures include estimated and incomplete figures for
some States.

Over the 40-year period the crude marriage rate fluc-
tuated markedly. It declined from 12.0 marriages per 1,000
population in 1920 to 7.9 in 1932, including an especially
pronounced decline during the depression—from a rate of
10.1 in 1929 to 7.9 3 years later. Beginning with 1933 the
trend was reversed, and the rate increased to 16.4 in 1946.
This increase was due partly to improved economic con-
ditions and, for 1945 and 1946, to large numbers of members
of the Armed Forces returning from the war, After 1946 the
rate declined once more. These major trends were modified
by small reverse changes: minor downward fluctuations
took place during the period of rising rates (in 1938, 1943,
and 1944) and minor upward fluctuations during the periods
of declining rates (1923, 1950, 1955). (See figure 2-1.)

The crude marriage rate, calculated on the basisof the
total population, is a less sensitive indicator than measures
calculated on the basis of figures which reflect the popu~
lation at risk. The rate of marriage per 1,000 unmarried
females 15 years of age andover, and the ratio of marriages
per 1,000 unmarried females 15-44 years old are more
sensitive measures of the incidence of marriages than is
the crude marriage rate. The marriage rate per 1,000 un-
married females 15 years of age and over (table 2-B) was
73.6 for 1959 compared with 72.0for 1958 and 78.0 for 1957.
The 1959 rate was lower than that for any year between
1939 (73.0) and 1958. The ratio of marriages per 1,000 un-
married females 15-44 years of age was 149.8in 1959 com-
pared with 146.3 in 1958 and 157.4 in 1957 (table 2-C). The
ratios for 1958 and 1959 were lower than any other com-
parable ratio since 1945. These measures indicate that the
decline in the number of marriages during the last 2 years,
and the slight increase in 1959 over 1958, were not due to a
decline in the numbers of marriageable females, nor to
changes in the proportion of marriageable females in the

total population.

FIGURE 2-2
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Detailed ' M arriage Statistics

Detailed marriage statistics, other than the counts of
marriages by month of occurrence, are presented for the
States which qualify for participation in the marriage-regis-
tration area (figure 2-2). For a discussion of the marriage-
registration area (MRA), see text in section 1 of this
volume.

Data on .marriages and divorces for Hawaii, Puerto
Rico, and the Virgin Islands are shown in general tables
on pages 3 to 11 of this volume.

"
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Marriages by month

Marriages by month of occurrence for 43 reporting
States are shown in table 4, the provisional monthly figures
estimated for the United States in table 2-D and figure 2-3,
and monthly figures for 30 States in the marriage-regis-
tration area in table 2-E. As expected, June, the traditional
mornth for marriages, was the peak month in 1959, August
provided a secondary peak, and March had the smallest
number of marriages (see tables 4 and 2-E).

FIGURE 2-3
PROVISIONAL MARRIAGE RATES AND RATIOS, BY MONTH, UNADJUSTED AND
ADJUSTED FOR SEASONAL VARIATION: UNITED STATES, 1953-59
NUMBER PER THOUSARND NUMBER PER THOUSAND
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In general, the seasonal pattern reveals that the fewest
marriages are performed during the first quarter of the
year, the annual peak is in June, anda secondary peak occurs
in either August or September. While the smallest number of
marriages usually takes place in March, February and Jan-
uary occasionally show the smallest figures due, in part, to
the changing dates of the Lenten season.

Among the 43 reporting States (table 4) the monthly
pattern shows considerable variation. However, the fewest
marriages are reported in the first quarter of the year for
all States except Oklahoma. The smallest numbers of mar-
riages were performed in January in 4 States, in February
in 12 States, and in March in 23, while in 1 State there were
equally small numbers in both January and March, The
smallest monthly number of marriages occurred in Aprilin
Mississippi and in October in Florida and Oklahoma. When
the seasonal distribution of marriages performed in 1959,
is compared with that for 1958, it is found that the usual
pattern was less clear-cut for 1959. The smallest marriage
figures were distributed approximately evenly among these
3 months in 1958, but in 1959 for more than one-half of all
reporting States the least number was reported in March.

INTRODUCTION

In all reporting States except one (Alaska), the peak
month was June, while for Alaska, it was August. June was
the peak month in all but six States in 1958 and in all but
one in both 1957 and 1956. The secondary peak in 1959 was
in August in 30 reporting States, in 1 State, Arkansas, the
figure for August and December was the same, while in the
remaining States the second largest number of marriages
was performed in May, September, or December. In 11
States, mostly in the South (Alabama, California, Florida,
Georgia, Kansas, Mississippi, Oklahoma, South Carolina,
Tennessee, West Virginia, and Wyoming), December included
either the second or third largest number of marriages.

The seasonal variation is more pronouncedin the case of
first marriages than in that of remarriages for the total of
the reporting States included in tables 5 and 2-E, and figure
2-4. The percentages of the total first marriages performed
during the peak months (June and August) are considerably
higher than that of total remarriages, and the percentages
performed during the low marriage months (January,
February, and March) are lower for first marriages than for
remarriage (table 2-E). The monthly percentages of first
marriages of brides vary between a minimum of 5.4 per-

FIGURE 2-4
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF FIRST MARRIAGES AND REMARRIAGES OF BRIDE,
BY MONTH: MARRIAGE-REGISTRATION AREA, TOTAL OF 25
REPORTING STATES, 1957-59
PERCENT PERGENT
20 20
15 15
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cent for March and 14.1 percent for June, while the range of
variation of monthly percentages of remarriages is between
6.8 for February and 9.7 for June. These may be compared
with a percentage of 8.3 if marriages were evenly distributed
by month throughout the year. Comparatively high per-
centages of remarriages (9.3 for brides and 9.2 for grooms)
in the reporting States were performed in December. This
month constitutes a third peak, after June and August, for
remarriages, but for first marriages the percentages per-
formed in December were below the average (7. 4for brides
and 7.5 for grooms).

The provisional monthly estimates for the United States
for the years 1953 to 1959, as well as the crude rate per
1,000 population and the ratio per 1,000females 15-44 years
of age, based on the provisional estimates, were deseason-
alized (see table 2-D and figure 2-3). These figures include
adjustinents for variation in the Lenten season, length of
month, and number of Saturdays in month.

The unadjusted monthly totals shown are computed’

from provisional data for three reasons: (1) monthly re-
ports of provisional totals are submitted by all States;
(2) estimating procedures for the published totals include
adjustments of the reported figures by ratios of provisional
to final numbers of marriages for the period 1955-57;% and
(3) time series analyses of the figures can be made avail-
able on a more timely schedule.

Each of the three original series of monthly data was
adjusted for seasonal variation by carryingouta time series
analysis by methods developed for use in an electronic
computer time series program.3 This program consists
of several steps which result in separating each series of
monthly marriage statistics into three components—a
geasonal component depicting the changes in the series
which recur annually, a cycle-trend component whichshows
long-term trends and cycles of more than 1 year’s duration
in the series, and an irregular component which delineates
irregularities in the series accompanying such events as a
strike in a major industry, the beginning or end of a war,
as well as many minor fluctuations in the figures.

Adjusting each of these series for seasonal variation
smooths out the major component of its variability.* June
peaks in numbers of marriages (unadjusted) durmg the
period, ranging from 187,000 to 215,000, are between 101 and
122 percent above the numbers for the months showing the
fewest marriages, that is, January, February, or March.
Ratios of the peaks to the low months for the marriage rate
and ratios are of almost the same magnitudes. A more pre-

2gee reference cited in footnote 1.

3Shiskin, Julius, "Electronic Computers and Business In-
dicators," reprinted’ as "Occasional Paper 57, " National
Bureau of Economic Research, Ine., Journal of Business,
October 1957, University of Chicago, School of Business,
Chicago, Illinoils, 1957

*an analysis of variations in seasonal patterns in mar-
riages in the United States is presented in "Factors Asso-
cliated with Seasonal Variation in Marriage in the United
States, " by Hugh Carter and Gordon F. Sutton, International
Population Conference, Vlienna, 1959.

cise indication of the relative importance of the seasonal
component is shown in percentage measures of average
month to month variations or average monthly amplitudes.
Percentage changes for the period January 1953 through
September 1960 in marriages and in the marriage rate and’
ratio, unadjusted and adjusted for seasonal variation, as
well as in each of the three major components, are shown
below:

Average monthly

Mayrriages pevcentage change
Unadjusted for seasonal variation- 19.8
Seasonal component -~—----—--- 19.4
Adjusted for seasonal variation- 2.4
Cycle-trend component----- 0.4
Irregular component------- 2.3
Rate per 1,000 total population
Unadjusted for seasonal variation- 20.1
Seasonal component ~-~==~---- 19.6
Adjusted for seasonal variation- 2.3
Cycle-trend component—---- 0.4
Irregular component ——----~ 2.3
Ratio per 1,000 female population
aged 15-44 years
Unadjusted for seasonal variation- 19.9
Seasonal component —--—-—-=u- 19.6
Adjusted for seasonal variation- 2.3
Cycle-trend component----- 0.4
Irregular component ------- 2.3

Each of the series, when adjusted for seasonal variation,
(table 2-D) remaing a composite of the irregular and cycie-
trend components. The monthly figures in these adjusted
series were relatively large in 1953 after the conclusion of
combat military operations in Korea. There was some de-
cline in 1954 and 1955, followed by slight increases in 1956
and the first months of 1957. A decline, beginning in late 1957
and extending through 1958, accompanied an economic re-
cession during that period. Finally, in 1959 there was a
slight rise.

In summary, time series analyses of these monthly
marriage data for the 7-year period for which data are
available indicate a slight downward trend accelerated
somewhat following the Korean armistice and during a period
of economic recession in 1958. They have also shown in
quantitive terms the overwhelming importance, in the
monthly changes in these data, of seasonal variations.

Median age at marriage

Median ages at marriages for various characteristics
of brides and grooms are presented in tables 2-F, 2-G,
2-H, 2-K, 2-M, and 2-N, and figures 2-5, 2-6, and 2-7.
Median ages for the same characteristics, for example,
median age at first marriage or at remarriage, differ
slightly from table to table because age data for different
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FIGURE 2-5

MEDIAN AND QUARTILE AGES OF BRIDE AND OF
GROOM AT FIRST MARRIAGE AND REMARRIAGE:

22 REPORTING STATES, 1955-59
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combinations of characteristics were available from dif-
ferent groups of States shown in these tables.

Comparability of the basic data on age at marriage is
affected by any variations in State and local procedures for
recording age at marriage, such as recording ‘‘legal age”’
or ‘‘over 21’' instead of age at last birthday. Differences in
methods of determining age at marriage, such as sub-
tracting the year of marriage from the year of birth in con-
trast to reported age at last birthday, also affect the com-
parability of age data between States. An additional factor
to be considered is the accuracy of ages as reported to
registrars. The concentration of marriages at age 18 for
first married brides and atage 21 for first married grooms,
the legal ages for marriage in a majority of the States, may
indicate an overstatement of age to meetlegal requirements
(table 9). A survey based on an analysis of the stated ages
of brides in the records of their marriages and in the later
records made at time of registering a birth, in one county
in Indiana for 9 selected years (1919 to 1921, 1929 to 1931,
and 1939 to 1941), indicated a high incidence of discrepancies
in the reporting of age withpossible errorsin either the age
at marriage or the age at birth of child.®

The age of bride cross-classified by age of the groom
for first marriages and remarriages combined is presented
in table 8 for 29 reporting States. The median age of brides
is 21.3 years and that of grooms, 24.0.

The age of bride cross-classified by age of the groom
is presented in table 9 for first marriages of both bride and
groom performed in 29 States. The median age of brides
married for the first time to grooms also never previously
married is 19.9 years and that for grooms, 22.4.

There is a pattern of gradual decline in the median age
at first marriage for both brides and grooms for each year
1955 to 1959 (see table 2-F). No such pattern is observed
for remarriages.

The median age of the spouse at specified ages of brides
and of grooms both married for the first time is presented
in table 2-G, based on the data for 29 States. The average
agé of the grooms is older at each specified age of the bride,
and the average age of the brides is younger at each speci-
fied age of the grooms. As the specified age of the brides
increases (table 2-G), it approaches the average age of the
grooms. For first married brides 15 years of age, the
average age of the grooms is 4.5 years older, while for
first married brides 31 years of age, the average age of
the grooms is 0.9 year older. As the specified age of the
grooms increases, it differs more and more from the median
age of the brides. For first married grooms 18 years of age,
the median age of the brides is 17.8, while for first married
grooms 34 years of age, thebrides are 6.5 years younger on
the average. When the figures for the 29 reporting States in
1959 are compared with the corresponding figures in 1958,
the median age of spouses does not vary by more than one-
tenth of a year except in the case of grooms 30 and 34 years
old.

5Christensen, Harold T., Andrews
Sophie,

Robert, and Freiser,
"Falsification of Age at Marriage," Marriage and

Family Living, Vol. XV, No. 4, November 1953, pp. 301-304.
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For marriages performed in 1959, mean ages of bride
and groom were computed from data in table 6, for the 27
States combined, along with median ages. For many purposes
the arithmetic mean is a more useful average than the
median. The mean values were in all cases higher than the
median values, reflecting the skewed distribution of mar-
riages by age of bride and groom, both for first marriages
and remarriages. A comparison of means and medians is
shown below:

Bride Groom

All marriages:

Mean age ~~———==mmmmcmmm e 25.3 28.5

Median age --—--~—=—=coceru 21.2 23.9
First marriages:

Mean age ~~==cmmmmrecmaamane 21.4 24 .4

Median age ~--m-mmmmemmcean= 20.0 22.6
Remarriages:

Mean age -——-——cmmmmm e 37.6 42,4

Median age «---=wcmmemammana 35.4 39.8

Marriages by race or color

Tables 2-H, 2-J, 2-K, 6, and 7 show marriages by race
or color of bride and groom. Data by race were reported by

27 States participating in the marriage-registration area,

and by color only, by two other States.

The median age, both at first marriage and at remar-
riage, is higher for nonwhites than for whites (figure 2-6).
Within the nonwhite group, Negroes show a lower median
age than other nonwhite persons at first marriage; at re-
marriage this relationship is reversed (table 2-H). Non-
white persons other than Negroes represent only 0.6 per-
cent of brides and 0.6 percent of grooms in the 27 re-
porting States combined. The differences in median age
between the color groups are more pronounced at remar-
riage (2.5 for brides and 3.6 for grooms) than at first mar-
riage (0.6 and 0.7). Median age by color was computed for
16 reporting States where the nonwhite population, as
enumerated in 1950, formed 10 percent or more of the total,
or numbered 50,000 or more. Median ages for individual
reporting States show a pattern similar to thatobserved for
the total of the reporting States. At first marriage, the
medians are higher for nonwhites in all 16 States except
for brides in Virginia and grooms in Mississippi; at re-
marriage, there were several exceptions from the pattern:
median ages for white brides were higher than for nonwhite
in Alaska, California, Connecticut, and New York, and for
white grooms in Delaware, Comnecticut, and New York.

In the 29 reporting States combined, shown in table 2-J,
the ‘proportion of first marriages was higher for white
grooms and nonwhite brides (77.8 percent of either group)
than for the two other sex-color groups (76.5 percent for
white brides and 76.8 for nonwhite grooms). Among grooms,
the percentage of first marriages was higher for whites than
for nonwhites in each year since 1953, despite the varying
number of reporting States. Among brides, this pattern
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varied during the 7-year period; with a higher proportion of
first marriages among white brides than among nonwhite in
1953, 1957, and 1958, a higher proportion among nonwhite
brides in 1954, 1955, and 1959, and practically the same
proportion in 1956, There is a strong varidtion in this
pattern among the reporting States: for 1959, 5 States re-
ported a higher proportion.of first marriages for the white
brides,and 11 States, including almost all reporting Southern
States, reported a higher proportion for nonwhite brides.
For grooms, eight States reported a higher proportion of
first marriages for whites, and eight States, for nonwhites.

The proportion of first marriages, by individual re-
porting States, varied for white brides between a minimum

FIGURE 2-6

MEDIAN AGE OF BRIDE AND OF GROOM AT

FIRST MARRIAGE AND AT REMARRIAGE, BY
COLOR: MARRIAGE-REGISTRATION AREA,
TOTAL OF 29 REPORTING STATES, 1959
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of 59.5 percent in Florida, and a maximum of 84.5 percent
in New York; for nonwhite brides, between 69.6 percent
in Michigan, and 86.3 in New York. The comparable figures
for grooms are: for whites, 62.2 percent in Florida and
85.2 in New York; and for nonwhites, 69.2 in Michigan
and Mississippi, and 87.0 in New York. Thus, for all four
sex-color groups, highest percentages of first marriages
are found in New York State, excluding New York City; the |
lowest percentages of first marriages do not presentsuch a
consistent pattern: for white brides and grooms, the lowest
percentages are found in Florida, and for the nonwhite, in a
different State for each sex group (in Michigan for brides

and in Michigan and Mississippi for grooms).
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Marriages by previous marital status
of bride and of groom

Bagic data on the distribution of marriages by the
marital status of bride andof groom atmarriage, by age, for
the total of 28 reporting MRA States, are given in table 10,
and for each reporting State separately in table 11; mar-
riages by previous marital status of bride, by previous
marital status of groom, for each reporting State, are shown
in table 12. Percentage distributions of grooms and of brides
by previous marital status are found in tables 2-J and 2-L,,
and median ages in table 2-M.

Brides and grooms are classified by marital status as
single, widowed, or divorced. Persons with previous mar-
riage annulled are included with the divorced in all re-
porting States, except Wisconsin, where this very small
group is classified as single.

The percentage distribution of all marriages performed
in the 28 reporting States, by marital status (tables 10 and
11), indicates that about three-fourths were single (76.1
percent of brides and 77.2 percent of grooms); the per-
centage widowed was larger for brides than for grooms
(6.2 compared with 5.5 percent), and the percentage divorced
about the same (16.6 for brides and 16.4 for grooms).
Marital status at time of marriage was not reported for
about 1 percent of the brides and grooms,

The percentage distribution of all marriages by first
marriages and remarriages, for the reporting States com-
bined (table 2-J), compared with similar percentages for
past years, shows that the prop()rtion of first marriages
has declined for brides from 77.7 percent in 1958 to 76.7
percent in 1959, and for grooms from 78.6 to 77.7 percent;
previously this proportion had increased steadily in each
year from 1953 to 1958, except for 1957, from 74.7 to 77.7
percent for brides and from 75.9 to 78.6 percent for grooms.

The age distribution of brides and of grooms by marital
status is shown intables 2-L,, 10, and 11. In each single-year
-age group of brides under 29 years and of grooms under
34, first marriages constitute more than 50 percent of all
marriages performed. More than 50 percent of brides were
divorced in each single-year-age group 31 through 44; the
comparable age groups for grooms were 36 through54. For
all brides married at the age of 55 years or over, previously
widowed women constituted a larger proportion than pre-
viously single and previously divorced women combined;
this holds for grooms 60 years of age and over.

Of men married for the first time, only 16.1 percent
were married under age 20. Of women married for the first
time, 48.5 percent were married before 20, and of these,
0.4 percent were married under 15 years of age. At the
other end of the age distribution, of men married for the
first time, 1.9 percent were married at age 45 and over
compared with 1.2 percent of women; or about eight men
for every five women were married for the first time at
age 45 years and over.

For all marital statuses combined, 10.0 percent of the
men entering marriage were 45 years of age and over com-
pared with 7.1 percent of women. This represented a ratio
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of about 10 men for every 7 women who married at age 45
years and over. These figures reflect not only the fact that
men, on the average, marry at somewhat older ages than
women, but that men comprise the larger proportion of
persons who enter or reenter the ranks of the marriea
population in the later years. The great majority of brides
marry between 16 and 25 years of age; 71.3 percent of all
brides, and 86.4 of first married brides marry in this age
group. The greatest concentration of grooms is found at
ages 18 through 27—66.8 percent of all grooms and 81.1
percent of single grooms. Marriages of the divorced and
widowed are less concentrated within a few age groups than
are those of the single; 81.2 percent of divorced brides and
74.8 of divorced grooms marry between 20 and 44 years of
age. Marriages of widowed persons are concentrated in the
age groups 35 through 59 for brides (62.9 percent) and 45
through 69 for grooms (63.6 percent).

FIGURE 2-7
MEDIAN AGE OF BRIDE AND OF GROOM AT
MARRIAGE, BY PREVIOUS MARITAL STATUS:
MARRIAGE-REGISTRATION AREA, TOTAL OF
.. 28 REPORTING STATES, 1959
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Median ages of brides and of grooms by marital status
at the time of marriage aré shown in table 2-M and figure
2-7 for 28 reporting States, based on data shown in tables
10 and 11. The median age for all brides was 21.3 years and
for all grooms, 24.0 years. These data do not indicate the
number of times the remarried persons had been widowed
or divorced.
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Differences are found between individual reporting
States in the median age at marriage by previous marital
status (table 2-M). The median age of single brides ranges
between 18.9 in Idaho and 21.5 in Connecticut and Pennsyl-
vania; of divorced brides, between 28.9 in Utah and 34.9 in
Vermont; of widows, between 40.5 in Alaska and 52.3 in
Utah. The median age of grooms ranges between 21.5 in
Idaho and 24,0 in Connecticut for single men; between 32.5 in
Utah and 37.7 in Florida, for divorced; and between 44.8 in
Alaska and 62.0 in Florida, for widowers. The median age at
marriage of single persons is influenced, among other
things, by the minimum legal age for marriage.

The median and quartile ages of remarriage for brides
and for grooms are affected by the proportions of previously
widowed and previously divorced persons. Following are the

ratios of previously widowed to previously divorced brides
and grooms for the years 1950 through 1959: ««‘.l’,

Bride Groom
1959 mm e e e 0.37 0.33
| (] O I 0.41 0.37
1957 m e e 0.40 0.35
1956 mrmm e e 0.40 0.36
1955 mam e 0.39 0.35
1954mm e ERE 0.40 0.36
1953 cmm e e e e 0.37 0.32
1952 m e e e e 0.36 0.32
1.7 PR e ————— 0.35 0.31
1950~ cmmrmmmm——— e —————— 0.40 0.39

Between 1951 and 1958 there has been a tendency toward an
increase in the ratio for both brides and grooms, but both
ratios declined in 1959 (see figure 2-3).

The ratio of previously widowed to previously divorced

persons is markedly higher for brides than for grooms in-

the years shown.

Mearriages by previous marital status of bride
by previous marital ,status of groom

Cross-tabulations of the marital status of bride atmar-
riage by the marital status of groom for 29 States are shown
in table 12, In about 80 percent of the marriages, bride

“and groom belonged to the same marital status category. 8
For individual reporting States this percentage varied be-
tween 66 in Louigiana and 88 in Wisconsin.

About 90 percent of single brides and grooms married
single marriage partners; analogous percentages were 51
percent for divorced brides and 52 percent for divorced
grooms, 44 percent for widowed brides, and 50 percent for

6A study based on a 50-percent sample of 37,844 couples
concluded ‘that when age at marriage, as well as marital
status, was considered, the tendency of persons of similar
marital status to marry was much less pronounced, although
* it was comsiderably greater than would be expected on the
basis of chance. See "Assortative Mating by Previous Mariteal
Status: Seattle, 1939-1946," by Charles E. Bowerman, American
Sociological Review, Vol. 18, No. 2, April 1953, pp. 170-177.
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widowed grooms. In marriages with brides and grooms be-
longing to different marital status categories, single brides
and grooms married divorced persons in about 80 percent
of the cases; and in about 58 percent of the cases, widows
and widowers were more inclined to marry divorced than
single persons. Percentage distributions by previous marital
status of bride and groom are shown below:

PREVIOUS MARITAL STATUS
PREVIOUS MARLTAL STATUS | - . o OF SPOUSE
OF BRIDE OR GROOM :
Single |[Widowed |Divorced
BRIDE
TobaL mmmmmm mmm = mmm e 100.0 78.1| 5.5 16.4
Single —mmmmmmmmmm e 100.0 91.0 1.5 7.6
HidoWed =mmm === memm e 100.0 23.8 25.8 32.4
DiVOTCeq ~mmmmmmmm—mmm e 100.0 38.9 9.7 51.4
GROOM
ToaL mmmm e mm e m memem 100.0 77.2 8.3 16.6
Single mmmmmrmmmmmem==m= | 100.0 89.9 1.9 8.2
Widowed —-mmmmmmmmmmmmm = 100.0 20.6 50.0 29.3
Divorced ———=——ccwmemce- 100.0 35.7 12.4 51.9

Marriages by number of present marriage

Marriages by number of present marriage of bride and
of groom for 24 reporting States are shown in tables 2-N,
13, and 14.

About 18 percent of brides and grooms entered their
second marriage, about 3 percent their third, and 0.5 per-
cent their fourth, or subsequent marriage. Among remar-
riages, the proportions of second marriages, and of third
marriages or more combined, have remained about the same
since 1954, despite the changing number of reporting States.

The median age at first marriage is 20.3 for brides and
22.8 for grooms; at second marriage, 34.0 for brides and
38.3 for grooms; and at third or later marriage, 41.4 for
brides and 46.9 for grooms (table 2-N). These median ages
vary considerably from State to State, The range of variation
is smallest for first marriages; 2.3 for brides (between
medians of 19.2 in Alabama and Mississippi and 21.5 in
Connecticut and Pennsylvania) and 2.0 years for grooms
(between medians of 22.0 years in Alabama, Georgia, and
Mississippl and 24.0 in Connecticut). The largest range of
variation is found for the third or later marriages; 12.8 for
brides (between medians of 37.5 in Alaska and of 50.3 in
Vermont) and 13.4 years for grooms (between41.6in Alaska
and 55.0 in New York). The variation for the second mar-
riage is 8.5 years for brides (29.9 in Alaska and 38.4 in
New York), and 8.7 years'for grooms (35.1 in Alaska and
43.8 in New York). The regional pattern is similar to that
of other types of median ages, with lowest medians in the
Southern and Western States and highest in the Northeastern
States.



2-10 INTRODUCTION

FIGURE 2-8
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Marriages by resident status

Numbers and percentage distributions ofall marriages,
first marriages, and remarriages classified according to
the residence status of bride andof groom in the State where
marriage was performed are shown in tables 2-0, 2-P, and
2-Q for 30 reporting States.

The data reveal differences in the distribution of mar-
riages by place of residence. Of the marriages reported
from the 30 States, 17.9 percent had grooms who were not
residents of the States where the marriages were performed,
and 13.4 percent had nonresident brides. The percentage of
nonresidents is higher for grooms than for brides, and for
remarriages than for first marriages. At firstmarriages of
brides the percentage of nonresident brides was 11.9 and
of nonresident grooms 17.1; at remarriage, these per-
centages were 18.6 and 20.8, respectively.

There is a great variation in the percentages of non-
residents among the reporting States, depending in part on
the permissiveness of State marriage laws. The largestper-
centages of marriages, with both bride and groom non-
residents (40 percent or more) were performed in Idaho,
Maryland, and New Hampshire (table 2-0). At the other ex-
treme is Alaska, with only 1.0 percent of marriages of non-
resident spouses. Other States with less than 5.0 percent
of nonresident marriages are: California, Florida, Louisi-
ana, Maine, Michigan, New York (excluding New York City),
Ohio, Oregon, Pennsylvania, and Wisconsin (table 2-0). The
influence of marriage laws on nonresident marriages can
be illustrated by data from Mississippi: The introduction
of a new law effective July 1, 1958, was associated with the
decline in the number of out-of-State marriages from 26,275
in 1957 to 3,516 in 1959 (62.3 and 17.3 percent of the annual
total), The data indicate a considerable degree of migration
to certain States for the purpose of getting married.

Marriages by division and State

The marriage numbers and rates for the United States,
each division and State for the years 1955 to 1959 are shown
in table 2-R. The marriage rates were higher in 1959 than
in 1958 in seven of the nine geographic divisions, lower in
the East South Central Division, and did not change in the
Middle Atlantic Division. The largest changes occurred in
the East South Central Division, where the rate declined
from 9.7 per 1,000 population in 1958 to 8.3 in 1959, and in
the Mountain Division, where it increased from 17.2to 18.5.
In 1959, as in 1958, the highest marriage rate was observed
in the Mountain Division and the lowest in the Middle Atlantic.

Nevada, as usual, had the highest marriage rate in the
Nation (table 2-R). It was 215.6 per 1,000 population, 25
times higher than the comparable rate for the United States
in 1959. The two next highest marriage rates were 16.0 in
South Carolira and 14.1 in Idaho. The marriage rate for
Mississippi, where a law providing for a 3-day waiting
period went into effect on July 1, 1958, declined from 28.9
in 1957 to 16.9 in 1958, and to 9.4 in 1959. The lowest mar-
riage rates in 1959 were 5.2 in Delaware, 5.8 in Oregon,
and 5.9 in Kentucky. South Dakota was the only State for
which the marriage rate was identical with that for the
United States (8.5).
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The broad range of State marriage rates may be ex-
plained partly in terms of varying demographic character-
istics. Furthermore, marriage rates by State shown in
table 2-R are based on the number of marriages occurring
in a State, regardless of the resident status of bride and of.
groom.

Table 1 shows the number of marriages for the United
States, each State, and county, These data are useful in the
study of marriages by various characteristics of the
individual counties, for example, metropolitan and non-
metropolitan counties. Table 1 shows in detail the type of
marriage data reported by each State and the completeness
of reporting of marriages for each State. (See figure 2-8.)

DIVORCES' AND ANNULMENTS

The estimated national total of divorces and annulments
granted in 1959 was 395,000, anincreaseof 7.3 percent over
the figure for 1958, (368,000) and 3.7 percent over the 1957
figure (381,000). The crude divorce rate per 1,000 popu-
lation was 2.2 for 1959, higher than the 1958 rate (2.1), and
equal to that of 1957, but lower than any other annual rate
since 1941 (table 2-A). The divorce rate per 1,000 married
females was 9.3 for 1959 compared with 8.9 for 1958 and
9.2 for 1957 (table 2-B).

Divorce and annulment figures for 1959 for the first
time since 1950 were obtained from all States including
Alaska, and the District of Columbia. Totals for 46 States-
and the District of Columbia were available.for 1958 and
for 39 States and the District of Columbia for 1957, making
it necessary to include in the national divorce total estimates
for some States for these and earlier years (table 2-AF).

Thirty-eight States and the District of Columbia re-
ported complete counts of divorces and annulments for
1959, including complete figures for each county or equiva-
lent local area. The remaining 11 States had data for 1
county or more estimated, incomplete, or not reported.
(See table 1.) Estimated data for one county are included
in the annual totals of two States, Arizona and Oklahoma;
these estimates were prepared in the State vital statistics
offices. The annual figure for Colorado includes estimates
prepared in the National Office of Vital Statistics (NOVS) for
four counties which reported incomplete figures. Estimates
were also prepared in NOVS for the nonreporting counties,
or equivalent areas, of 4 States: Indiana, 20; Kentucky, 17;
Louisiana, 21; and New Mexico, 7; these estimates were
based on the assumption that the proportion of divorces
and annulments granted in the nonreporting areas of
each State was identical with that of the State population
resident in these areas. Estimated figures for the four
States were included in the national total but not published.
Lastly, in three States—Arkansas, California, and West
Virginia—between one and six counties did not report,
and in Illinois some counties reported incomplete figures.
It is believed that a very small fraction of divorces
occurring in these States were not reported.

For Puerto Rico, data by county are not reported, but
other divorce statistics are available.



Divorce Trend

In 1946 the divorce rate attained an alltime high, and
then started to decline. During the 12 years 1947-58,
each annual divorce rate was either smaller than that
of the preceding year or the same. The annual divorce rate
of 2.2 for 1959 was slightly higher than that for 1958 (2.1),
the first increase in 13 years (table 2-A and figure 2-1).
The rate declined about one-half during this period, from
4.3 in 1946 to 2.2 in 1959, Still it was higher in 1958 than
the same rate for anyother area reporting divorce statistics
to the Statistical Office of the United Nations, except East
Berlin and West Berlin,”

The divorce rate per 1,000 marriedfemales 15 years of
age and over shows a similar pattern (table 2-B). It de-
clined from 17.9 in 1946 to 8.9 in 1958, and increased to
9.3 in 1959. During the 13-year period, the annual divorce
rate per 1,000 married women 15 yearsofage and over was
lower than that for the preceding year in 10 cases and
slightly higher in 3.

TStatistical Office of the United Kations, Demographic
Yearbook, 1959, New York, 1859, table 31.
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Detailed Divorce and Annulment Statistics

Detailed statistics on divorces and annulments, other
than the count of events by month and county of occurrence,
are’ presented for States which qualify for admission in the
divorce-registration area (DRA). Seventeen States, including
Alaska, participated in the DRA in 1959 (figure 2-9); Hawaii
and the Virgin Islands participated also, The DRA, similar in
purpose to the registration areas established for deaths,
births, and marriages, was inaugurated in January 1958.
(See text in section 1 of this volume.)

The number of States reporting varies for each item of
information. Statistics for the reporting States are not
necessarily representative of the United States.

Data on divorces and marriages for Hawaii, Puerto
Rico, and the Virgin Islands are shown in general tables on
pages 3 to 11 of this volume,

Divorces by State where marriage was performed

Over two-fifths of divorces granted in 14 Statesin 1959
were granted in the same State where the marriage was

FIGURE 2-9
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performed (see tables 15 and 2-S); over one-third to persons
reportedas having been married in another State; and about
1 percent to persons who married outside the United States.
In 19 percent of the cases the place of marriage was not
reported.

There was considerable variation among the States in
the proportions of divorces for which the marriages had
been performed in the State. In Montana, approximately

two-thirds of the divorces were terminations of marri‘ages )

performed in the State, while for Oregon less than one-
third of the divorces were of this type. In two States, the
number of divorces with place of marriage not stated was
more than 40 percent,

Divorces by month

Monthly indexes of divorces and annulments granted in
34 States combined in 1959 and in 1958, adjusted for the
number of days in the month, are shown in table 2-T, In
1959 the largest percentage of divorces (110.3), compared
with a monthly average of 100.0, was granted in June, and
the second largest divorce index was for October (109.6),
while in 1958 the largest figure was for October and the
second largest for September (112.7 and 110.2). Bothin 1959
and 1958 the smallest number of divorces was granted in
August (84.4 and 84.1). Compared with marriages by month,
monthly fluctuations in divorces are small. The number of
divorces granted each month is dependent on such factors
as number of court sessions and loads on court calendars.

Median age at divorce

Median ages for husbands and for wives at divorce, for
a few States are shown in tables 2-U and 2-V. For 12
States combined the medians were 34,2 years for husbands
and 30.9 years for wives (table 2-U). The comparable
means are 36.5 years for husbands and 33.0 for wives.
Variation between States was pronounced: lowest median ages
for both spouses were foundin Utah (32.0 years for husbands
dnd 29.0 years for wives), the highest median age for hus-
bands was in Oregon (35.9 years), and the highest median age
for wives was in Wisconsin (32.5). Median ages for the ma-
jority of States cluster below the medians for the 12 States
combined. Seven out of the twelve reporting States (Georgia,
Idaho, lowa, Kansas, Montana, Nebraska, and Tennessee)
have median dges ranging between 32.9 and 34.1 for hus-
bands and between 29.4 and 30.6 for wives.

For husbands and wives who were marriedonce, median
ages at divorce were 31.2 and 27.8 for 10 States (table 2-V).
For individual reporting States, the lowest median ages for
spouses married once were 29.5 for husbands (in Iowa) and
25.2 for wives (in Alaska); the highest medians were 34.2
for husbands and 31.1 for wives (both in Pennsylvania).
For persons who were married twice or more,n}edian ages
at divorce for the 10 reporting States combined were: 40.9
for husbands and 37.2 for wives (table 2-V). These medians
varied among the reporting States between 39.1 years (in
Idaho) and 43.6 years (in Pennsylvania) for husbands, and
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between 35.0years (in Idaho)and 39.6 years (in Pennsylvania)
for wives. Median ages of husbands and of wives in the
majority of the States cluster in the lower part of the
respective ranges both for the first married andfor the re-
married. The range of median ages at divorce for .the first
married grbup in 8 out of 10 States is between 29.5 and 30.3
for husbands and 25.2 and 26.7 for wives. For the remarried
group the comparable ranges including medians for seven
States are between 39.6 and 41.5 for husbands, and 36.0 and
37.4 for wives. The medians for mostStates shown in tables
2-U and 2-V are lower than the median for the reporting
States combined because of the high median ages in Penn-
sylvania and in Oregon—States with comparatively large
numbers of divorces. There is no reason to believe that the
medians for the total of the reporting States are repre-
sentative of the United States.

Divorces by color

Data on divorces and annulments by color are available
for the 12 States shown intables 2-U, 2-W, 17, and 18. How-
ever, the reporting is incomplete; for three of these States,
the color of husband and of wife is not stated in more than
40 percent of divorces, and for three other States in more
than 20 percent (table2-W). In four of the five States for
which median age by color is shown in table 2-U (Georgia,
Kansas, Pennsylvania, and Tennessee), median ages at
divorce for husbands and wives are higher for nonwhites
than for whites. Thus the median age at divorce, by color,
follows the same pattern as that for marriage (table 2-K).
In one State (Alaska), median ages are higher for whites than
for nonwhites (table 2-U); however, it mustbe noted that the
number of divorces granted in Alaska was small (679 de-
crees), and the composition of the nonwhite group (Indians,
Eskimos, and Aleuts) is different from that of other States.

Divorces by legal grounds

The legal grounds on which divorces and annulments
were granted in 16 States in 1959 are shown in tables 19
and 2-X. These States reported about 21.5 percent of the
estimated total of divorces and annulments granted in the
United States in 1959. The legal grounds are not stated for
4.1 percent of the reported decrees. More than one-half of
the divorces from the 16 States combined were granted on
the ground of cruelty, and more than 80 percent on grounds
of adultery, cruelty, desertion, drunkenness, and nonsupport.

. In all but four of the individual States shown in table
2-X *‘cruelty’’ was the leading legal ground for divorce. In
Virginia the leading ground was ‘‘desertion,’” while in nine
States it ranked second. In Wyoming and Pennsylvania the
leading cause for divorce and annulment was ‘‘indignities,”
and in Alaska, “‘incompatibility” (classified among *‘other”’
grounds in table 2-X).

The legal grounds for divorce are specified in the laws
of the individual States so that a comparison of divorce sta-
tistics by legal grounds must take into consideration
differences in the laws relating to the various legal grounds.
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A distinction must also be drawn between the legal grounds
and the underlying causes of divorce.®

Divorces by party to whom granted

Two-thirds of the divorces granted in 19p9 in the 16
States shown in table 2-Y were granted to the wife and most
of the remainder to the husband. A small number of divorces
were granted to ‘‘other’’ parties, such as parent, guardian,
cross-complainant or both husband and wife, The proportions
of divorces granted to husbands and to wives have been
similar for each year 1953 to 1959. The percentages of
divorces granted to wive$ for the reporting States range
from a minimum of 55.5 percent in Georgia to a maximum of
81.7 in Wisconsin. The only States where divorces granted
to ‘‘other’’ persons constitute a significantpartofthe annual
total are Alabama with 18.7 percent, and Georgia with 14.6
percent; in 11 of the 16 reporting States either no divorces,
or less than 0.05 percent were granted to ‘‘other’’ persons.

Children reported in divorces

The percentage distribution of divorces and annulments
by number of children reported, presented in table 2-Z and
the data in figure 2-10,are based on the numbers shown for
16 reporting States in table 21. These States together re-
ported 21 percent of all divorces in 1959,

The States were requested to report the number of
children under 18 years of age, but definitions of “‘children
reported in divorces’ varied according to the laws of the
individual States. In Nebraska and Oregon the figures cover
all dependent children. In Alaska and Virginia, children
under 21 are reported. In Kansas the age of children was
not specified.

For the 16 States combined, as shown in table 2-Z,
there were no children reported in 35.6 percent of the
cases; one child was involved in 22.2 percent of the cases;
two children in 16.0 percent; three or morein 13.2 percent;
and no information about children was availablein 13.1 per-
cent. Among the individual reporting States, the proportion
of divorces and annulments involving no children ranged
from 23.7 percent in Pennsylvania to 46.8 percent in Ten-
nessee, while in three States the number of children was

8, study summarilized the questionnaire responses of 550
lawyers in Idaho in 1953 who were requested to evaluate the
real or basic causes of divorce in the cases they had handled
during the preceding 4 or 5 years. The results, in terms of
percentages, were compared with the legal grounds for divorce
in Idaho during the 4-year period 1950-53. The statu-
tory and nonslatucory categories were markedly different.
For instance, adultery and drunkenness were legal grounds for
decrees in 0.2 percent and 0.6 percent, respectively, of the
10,435 divoreces and annulments analyzed for the purposes of
this study. In the gquestionnaire responses, the lawyers as-
signed adultery as a basic cause in 18.6 percent of the
cases, and drunkenness in 18.3. Cruelty, a legal ground in
72.5 percent of the suits, was mentioned as a basic cause in
5.5 percent of the cases covered in the questionnailre re-
sponses. See "Nonstatutory Causes of Divorce: the Lawyer's
Point of View," by Harry €. Harmsworth and Mhyra S. Minnis,
Marriage and Family Living, Vol. XVII, No. 4, November 1955,
PP. 316-321.
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FIGURE 2-10

DIVORCES AND ANNULMENTS BY NUMBER OF
CHILDREN REPORTED: DIVORCE-REGISTRATION AREA,

TOTAL OF 16 REPORTING STATES, 1959
NUMEER
(THOUSANDS)
50
Without children
40 reported
) % with children
%/ /% reported
30 |- /

20 |

ALL DIVORCES

or more
NUMBER OF CHILDREN REPORTED

not stated in over 20 percent of cases.

The total number of children reported in divorces and
annulments in the United States for each year from 1953 to
1957 has been estimated from data for the reporting States
and is shown in table AQ in Volume I of Vital Statistics of
the United States, 1957. This table shows a consistent
annual increase in the number of children involved in di-
vorces during the S-year period, despite the decline of the
total number of divorces during the same period.

The estimated number of children reported in divorces
and annulments in the United States consistently increased
from 330,000 in 1953 to 379,000 in 1957. In the States re-
porting children, the following ratios were observed:

Peycent of divovces
with children involved

Ratio of childven
per divorce

1959 —w—--- 64.4 Not computed
1958 —-—--- 59.8 Not computed
1957 ~---~-- 50.9 1.00
1956 —=---- 48.9 0.95
1955 ------ 48.1 0.92
1954 —-—-—- 47.8 0.90
1953 ------ 45.5 0.85
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The numbers of States reporting children were: 16 in 1959,
12 in 1958, 23 in 1957, and 22 in the years 1953 to 1956.

Duration of marriage at divorce

Median durations of marriages terminated by divorce
or annulments, computed from. data in table 23, are shown
in table 2-AB for 16 States. For the reporting States com-
bined the median duration was 7.0 years. The variation
among the States ranged between 4.2 years in Idaho and 9.1
in Pennsylvania, but for 7 of the 16 reporting States (Alaska,
Georgia, Kansas, Nebraska, Oregon, South Dakota, and Ten-
nessee), the median duration ranged between 6.0 and 6.3
years. The mean duration of marriage at divorce for the
total of 16 States was 9.6 years. For certain purposes the
mean is a more useful average than the median. The 16
States reported 21 percent of the estimated total of 395,000
divorces and annulments in the United States in 1959. The
medians have been computed from data on divorces and
annulments terminating first marriages and remarriages
combined. Excluded from the computations of medians
are the small numbers of divorces for which duration of
marriage was not reported (see table 23).

Since 1952 there has been a trend to an increased
duration of marriage before divorce or annulment. For
the combined reporting States, the median duration of
marriage has increased from 6.1 years in 1952 and 1953 to
7.0 in 1959. Duration of marriage prior to divorce is de-
fined here as the difference between day, month, and year
of marriage and day, month, and year of divorce.

The duration of marriage was reported for 95.9 per-
cent of all divorces and annulments granted in the 16 re-
porting States shown in table 23. Of divorces for which the
duration of marriage was reported, 5.9 percent lasted less
than 1 year, 38.6 percent under 5 years, and 62.9 percent
under 10 years; on the other hand, 3.2 percent of these
marriages lasted 30 years and over, and 0.7 percent 40
years and over (see table 2-AA and figure 2-11). A larger
number of divorces were granted to persons who were mar-
ried for 2 years compared with other single years of mar-
riage duration—7,428 or 9.1 percent of all divorces (see
table 2-AA). Almost one-fourth of the divorces and annul-
ments in the 16 States occurred in the first 3 years of
marriage, and one-fifth, after the 15th year of marriage.

Duration of marriage by age at divorce

The relationship between the duration of marriage at
divorce and age of husband and of wife, for 10 reporting
States, is shown in tables 2-AC, 2-AD, and 22. '

Of 54,000 divorces reported by 10 States, husbands
were marriedonly once in 27,293 cases, and wives in 26,862,
The number of husbands married more than once was 11,965,
and that of wives, 12,558, For the remaining husbands and
wives the number of times married was not stated.

The largest numbers of divorces, classified by single
years of duration, lasted 2 years for husbands and wives
married once (2,396 divorces for husbands and 2,378 for
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wives or 8.8 and 8.9 percent, respectivel;}).g For persons
married more than once the modal duration of marriage
was 1 year only. This was the case of 1,640 husbands and
1.714 wives, or about 14 percent of each respective group.
The number of divorces declinedin each subsequent duration
year, but even after 30 years or more of marriage some
divorces occurred: 3.6 percent of first married husbands,
3.9 of first married wives, 1.0 percent of husbands married
more than once, and 0.7 of wives, are in this category.

The median duration of divorces in the 10 States com-
bined for all age groups is 7.7 for first married husbands,
7.8 for first married wives, and 4.6 for both husbands and
wives married more than once.

The median duration of marriages at divorce increases
consistently with the increasing age of husbands and of
wives married once, For husbands and wives married more
than once the median duration increases up to age group

FIGURE 2-I1

CUMULATIVE DISTRIBUTION OF DIVORCES AND
ANNULMENTS BY DURATION OF MARRIAGE IN
YEARS: DIVORCE-REGISTRATION AREA,
TOTAL OF 16 REPORTING STATES, 1959

NUMBER PERCENT
81,500 100
65,000 80
49,500 60
33000 — 40
16,500 — 20
0 ] ] | ) ] I ] ) ] 0

20 25 30 35 40
DURATION OF MARRIAGE IN YEARS

45-49 years for wives and 50-54 for husbands, and declines
slightly for the older age groups (tables 2-AC and 22), The
median duration of marriage is longer for husbands and for

_wives married once than for those married more than once

in each age group. The longest median duration of first
marriages is 30 years and over for husbands in age groups
55 years and over, and for wives, 50 years and over. The
longest median duration of remarriages is only 6.8 years
for husbands (50-54 years old) and 6.6 for wives (45-49
years old).

The modal age at divorce is between 25 and 29 years
for "all husbands, and 20 and 24 years for wives; 13.7 per-
cent of divorced husbands and 15.8 percent of wives are in
these age groups. The modal age at divorce is also between
20 and 24 years for first married spouses (20.6 percent of
first married husbands and 25.9 of first married wives
were in this age group). The comparable age groups for
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spouses married more than once are 35-39 years for
husbands and 30-34 for wives (14.2 and 15.1 percent,
resgpectively). Afterwards, in each subsequent 5-year age
group the number of divorces declines, but some divorces
are obtained by husbands and wives 60 years old and over;
9.0 percent of husbands married more than once and 4.0
percent of wives were in this age category.

The median age of both spouses increases with in-
creasing duration of marriage at divorce; for persons
married once, age increases consistently with each year of
duration, while this increase fluctuates slightly for persons
married more than once (tables 2-AD and 22). For all years
of duration of marriage the median age atdivorce of persons
married once is lower than that of persons married more
than once; however, this difference decreases with duration
of marriage.

Age at divorce and number of times married

The distribution of divorced husbands and wives by
number of times married and by age is shown in table 24,
and the percentage distribution of each 5-year age group by
number of times married is given in table 2-AE.

In the 10 reporting States combined, 50.5 percent of
husbands and 49.7 of wives divorced in 1959 were married
once, 20.4 percent of husbands and 21.5 of wives were mar-
ried more than once, and 29.1 percent of husbands and 28.8
of wives did not report the number of times they were mar-
ried. In the group married more than once, 15.5 percent of
the total divorced husbands were married twice, 3.7 were
married three times, and 1.2 percent four times or more.
The comparable percentages for wives were: 16.2, 4.1, and
1.2, Thus the percentages of persons married once and of
those for whom the marital status was not stated are higher
for husbands, while the percentages for all categories of
married more than once are higher for wives.

The percentage distribution of husbands and wives by
number of times married in each age group shows that the
percentage of persons married once is larger than the com-
bined percentage for all categories married twice or more
for the groups under 55 years of age for husbands and under
50 years of age for wives. Beginning with the age group
60-64 for husbands and 55-59 years for wives, the percentage
of persons married twice is higher than for those married
once.

For husbands, the percemntages married once decline
consistently with each higher age group, and those in the
groups married twice and three times or more, increase.
Comparable percentages of wives, though changing in the
same directions, show some irregularity. As a rule, in each
age group the percentage of husbands marriedonce is larger,
and those married twice and three times or more smaller,
than the comparable percentages of wives; however, for some
age groups, this generalization does not hold.

As in most cases failure to state the number of previous
marriages is associated with failure to state age. The
percentages of husbands and wives with number of mar-
riages not reported are comparatively small for each age
group. For husbands, the percentage of cases with number
of marriage not stated increases with each successive age
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group (except 30-34 years), to a maximum of 9.3 percent at
50-54 years and then declines. There is no such regularity
in the nonreporting of the number of marriages by wives.

Divorces and annulments by division and State

Data on the numbers and rates of divorces and annul-
ments for the United States by division and State for the years
1955 to 1959 are presented in table 2-AF. For 1955, the
numbers of divorces and annulments granted were available
from 42 States and the District of Columbia; for 1954, 1956,"
and 1957, the figures cover 41 States and the District of
Columbia; for 1958, 46 States and the District of Columbia;
and for 1959, all 49 States and the District of Columbia.

Divorce rates for 1959, computed for 46 areas, were
higher than in 1958 in 31 areas, lower in 3, and the same in
12. In spite of the consistent decrease in the divorce rate-
for Nevada—from 39.0 per 1,000 population in 1955 to 34.0
in 1959—this was the highest rate for any State for the
S-year period. It was considerably higher than that for any
other State, and for 1959 it was almost 16 times higher than
the national divorce rate of 2.2. The second highest divorce
rate, 5.8, was reported for Oklahoma. The lowest rates for
1959 were reported for New York, New Jersey, and North
Dakota, namely, between 0.5 and 0.9 per 1,000 population.
In two States—Georgia and Illinois, the divorce rate was the
same as the national divorce rate for both 1958 and 1959.
Because annual divorce figures were not available from
many local areas, divorce rates were not computed for
four States—Indiana, Kentucky, Louisiana, and New Mexico
(see table 1).

The largest numbers of divorces were reported from
California, Texas, Ohio, and Illinois. In each of these States
more than 20,000 divorces were granted in 1958 and 1959,
and the four States together accounted for approximately
one-third of all divorces and annulments granted in the United
States in those years. The smallestnumbers of divorces, less
than 1,000 per State, were grantedin Vermont, North Dakota,

. Delaware, Alaska, and South Dakota. Factors related to the

number of divorces and annulments by State include size
of population, legal residence requirements for purposes
of divorce, legal grounds on which divorces maybe granted,
and the number of court sessions during the year.

The number of annulments granted in 1959 in the 49
States and the District of Columbia was 12,603, as shown in
table 2-AG. The largest annulment figures were reported
from two States: California, where 5,460 annulments were
granted in 1959—11.5 percent of the total divorces and
annulments granted during the same year—and New York
with 2,905 annulments. The 8,365 annulments granted by these
two States constituted 66.4 percent of the total for the United
States. At the other extreme, the smallest annual annul-
ment figures reported were 4 in Vermontandin Alaska, and
9 in North Dakota and in Wyoming. Annulments constituted
the smallest percentage of the reported divorces andannul-
ments in Ohio (0.3 percent), Missouri (0.4 percent), and in
Georgia and in Mississippi (0.5 percent).

Table 1 and figure 2-8 show numbers of divorces and
annulments by county and the completeness of reporting of
divorces and annulments for each State.
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Table 2-A.  Population; Marriages,. Divorces, and Rates With Percent
~_ Changes From Preceding Year: United States, 1920-39

(Marriages and divorces refer only to those occurring within the United States. Beginning with 1959, includes Alaska. Rates per 1,000 population residing in area ex-
cept as noted)

MARRTAGES® DIVORCES®
YEAR Population™
Percent ‘ Percent Percent 4 Percent
Numbex change Rete hange Number change Rate g

1858 176,420,000 | 1,494,000 +3.0 8.5 +L.2 395,000 +7 .2 2.5 +4.8
1958 173,232,000 | 1,451,000 4.4 8.4 -5.6 368,000 -3. 2, 4.5
1957 170,295,000 | 1,518,000 -4.2 8.9 -6.3 381,000 -0.3 2.2 4.3
1956 167,252,000 | 1,585,000 +3.5 9.5 +2.2 382,000 +L.3 2.3 [¢]
1955. 164,303,000 | 1,531,000 +2.8 9.3 +1.1 377,000 =0.5 2.3 -4.2
1954 161, FR,OOO 1:490:000 ~3.6 9.2 6.1 .'579j000 -2.8 2.4 -4.0
1953 158,320,000 | 1,546,000 +0.4 9.8 -1.0 390,000 -0.5 2.5 o
- 1l9s2 155,761,000 | 1,539,318 =3.5 9.9 4.8 392,000 +2.9 2.5 4]
1851. 153:384,000 1,594,694 -4.4 10.4 6.3 381,000 -1.1 2.5 -3.8
1950: 150,697,361 | 1,667,251 45.5 1,1 4.7 385,144 -3.0 2.6 -3.7
1949, 148,665,000 | 1,579,798 -12.8 10.6 -14.5 397,000 2.7 2.7 -3.6
1948 146,093,000 | 1,811,155 -9.1 12.4 -10.8 408,000 -15.5 2.8 -17.6
1947 143,446,000 | 1,991,878 -~13.1 13.9 =15.2 483,000 -20.8 3.4 -20.9
1946 140,054,000 | 2,291,045 +42.0 16.4 +34.4 610,000 +25.8 4.3 +22.9
1945 d 132,481,000 | 1,612,992 +1.1 iz2.2 +11.8 485,000 +21.3 3.5 +20.7
1944 152,885,000 | 1,452,394 “7.9 10.9 -6.8 400,000 +11.4 2.9 +11.5
1943 134,245,000 | 1,577,050 -11.0 1.7 ~11.4 359,000 +11.8 2.6 +8.3
1942 133,920,000 | 1,772,132 +4.5 13.2 +3.9 321,000 +9.6 2.4 +9.1
1941, 133,121,000 | 1,695,999 +6.3 12.7 +5.0 293,000 +11.0 2.2 +10.0
1940 131,669,275 | 1,595,879 +13.7 lz.L +13.1 264,000 5.2 2.0 +5.3
1839 - 130,879,718 | 1,403,633 45.5 10.7 +3.9 251,000 +2.9 1.9 g

1938 129,824,939 | 1,330,780 -8.3 10.3 -8.8 244,000 -2,0 1.9
1937 128,824;829 1,451,296 +6.0 1.3 +5.8 249,000 +5.5 1.9 4+5.6
1936 128,053,180 | 1,362,000 +3.2 10.7 +2.9 236,000 +8.3 1.8 +5.9
1935 127,250,232 | 1,327,000 +1.9 10.4 +1.0 218,000 +6.9 1.7 +6.3
1954 126,373,773 | 1,302,000 +18.6 10.3 +18.4 204,000 +23.6 1.6 425.1
1933 125,578,763 | 1,098,000 +11.8 8.7 +10.1 165,000 +0.6 1.3 [e]
1932 124,840,471 941,803 ~T.4 7.9 -8.1 164,241 -1l2.6 1.3 -13.3
1931 124,089,648 | 1,060,914 -5.9 8.6 -6.5 188,003 ~4.1 1.5 -6.2
1930 123,076,741 | 1,126,856 -8.6 9.2 -8.9 195,961 " -4.8 1.6 5.9
1929 121,769,939 | 1,232,559 +4.2 10.1 +3.L 205,876 +2.8 1.7 [}
fres Biones | 1soess | o3|  1on| ol deease| s e

1927 9,038,062 | 1,201,053 -0. . “1. Y +6. .
1926 117,399,225 | 1,202,574 +1.2 10.2 | * -0 184,678 +5.3 1.6 +6.7
= b AT AR (I 7 - N -
1924 114,113,463 | 1,184,574 -3. .4 -5. 'y . .

1923 111.,949,945 | 1,229,784 “4+8.4 11.0 +6.8 165,086 +10.9 1.5 +7.1
1922 110,054,778 | 1,134,151 -2.6 10.3 -3.7 148,815 -6.7 1.4 6.7
1921 108,541,489 | 1,163,863 -8.7 10.7 -10.8 159,580 -6.4 1.5 -6.2
1920- 106,466,420 | 1,274,476 +10.8 1z.0 +9.1 170,505 +20.5 1.6 +23.1

| lFor 1940 and 1950, enumerated as of April 1; for all other years, estimated as of July 1. Figures represent total population residing in the United States, l.e., ex-
,eluding Armed Forces abroad.
2pstimated for 1920, 1921, 1933-36, and 1953-59. Includes estimates and marriage licenses for some States for all years.
SEstimated for 1920, 1921, and 1933-59. Includes reported ammulments.
4For 1941-46, based on population including Ammed Forces abroad. Estimated populations ineluding Armed Forces abroad are:

141,389,000 (1946); 139,928,000 (1945);
138,397,000 (1944); 136,739,000 (1943); 134,860,000 (1942); and 133,402,000 (1841).

Table 2-C. Marriage Ratios Per 1,000
Unmarried Female

Table 2-B. Marriage and Divorce

Rates Per 1,000 Female Population
in Specified Groups: United States,
1920 and 1930-59

(Data refer onlyto events occurring within the United States. Beginning with 1959,
includes Alaska.- Marriage rates per 1,000 unmarried female population 15
years of age and over; divorce rates per 1,000 married female population 15
years of age and over. Population enumerated as of January 1 for 1920; as of
April 1 for 1930,1940, and 1950; and estimated as ofJuly 1 for all other years)

Merriage | Divorce Marriage | Divorce
YER rate rate YEAR rate rate

1959w mm e 73.8 9.3 || 2945-cmmim e 85.0 1.0
1958 ammmnmmmammaan 72.0 8.9 || 1942unmmmcrcmrmeee 93.0 10.1
1957 mmmun ———— 78.0 9.2 || 194Llumrmmmmmcmcemee 88.5 9.4
1956 emwu- 82.4 9.4 8z2.8 8.8
1955 commmmmn 80.9 9.3 73.0 8.5

79.8 9.5 69.9 8.4

83.7 9.9 78.0 8.7

83.2 10.1 74.0 8.3

86.6 9.9 72.8 7.8

920.2 10.3 71.8 7.5
1849 cmmmm e m e 86.7 10.6 61.3 6.1
1948 cmmmemmm———— 98.5 1.2 56.0 6.1
R ] 106.2 13.6 61.9 T.1°
i:7 T T — 118.1 17.9 67.6 7.5
1945 rmm e — . —— 83.6 14.4 || 1920, —mwmmcmn—m—aan 92.0 8.0
I O . 76.5 12.0

Population

15-44 Years of Age: United States,
1940-59

(Data refer only to marriages occurring Within the United States. Beginning with
1959, includes Alaska. Ratios for 1940 and 1950 based on population enumer-
ated as of April I; for all other years, estimated as of July 1)

YEAR Retio YEAR Ratio
1959 149.8 | [ 2949 158.0
1958 146.3 || 1948 174.7
[ S — 157.4 182.7
1958 - 165.6 199.0
1955 o mm e e m e 161.1 (| 1945 138.2
1954 154.3 || 1944 124.5
1953 - e m e e 163.3 || 1943 133.5
1958 mmcmmmmmmm e mmm e 159.9 || 1942 147.6
1951 mmmm mmm e mm e m e =R T O — 138.4
1950. 166.4 || 1940. 127.4
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Table 2-D. Provisional Number of Marriages and Marriage Rates and Ratios,
by Month, Unadjusted and Adjusted for Seasonal Variation: United States,
1953-59

{Data refer only to marriages occurring within the United States. Beginning with 1959, includes Alaska. Rates and ratios on an annual basis per 1,000 estimated popula-
tion residing in area for specified month)

ITEM AND YEAR Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug . Sept. Qct. Nov. Dec.

MARRIAGES

Unadjusted for Sessonal Variation

26,000 41,000 45,000 | 110,000 | 116,000 | 205,000 | 129,000| 146,000| 143,000 | 121,000{ 116,000 127,000
21,000 89,000 88,000 | 100,000 | 116,000 | 193,000 | 124,000 | 146,000 135,000 | 115,000 | 118,000| 127,000
97,000 | 104,000 97,000 | 112,000 | 126,000 | 202,000 | 129,000 | 159,000 | 136,000 | 115,000 | 117,000 128,000
97,000 | 100,000 | 100,000 115,000 | 122,000 | 215,000| 134,000| 152,000| 149,000 | 129,000 | 125,000 139,000
97,000 99,000 92,000 | 117,000 | 121,000 | 195,000 | 132,000 | 145,000 | 144,000 | 128,000 | 124,000 138,000
93,000 | 105,000 94,000 | 111,000 | 118,000 | 187,000 | 132,000 | 132,000 137,000 | 122,000 121,000 | 131,000
103,000 | 103,000 99,000 | 123,000 | 122,000 | 197,000 | 132,000 137,000] 141,000 | 128,000 | 220,000 | 135,000

124,000 | 124,000 | 126,000 | 122,000 | 121,000 | 127,000 | 126.000| 123,000| 128,000 | 126,000 | 124,000 | 121,000
121,000 | 116,000 [ 118,000 | 122,000 | 121,000 | 121,000 | 121,000 123,000 | 121,000 | 121,000 | 122,000 | 122,000
129,000 | 134,000 | 127,000 | 129,000 | 133,000 | 124.000 | 126,000 | 135,000| 122,000 | 120,000 | 120,000 | 123,000
129,000 | 126,000 | 133,000 | 128,000 | 128,000 | 135,000 | 131,000 133,000 131,000 | 134,000 | 133,000 130,000
127,000 | 126,000 | 124,000 | 127,000 | 128,000 | 126,000 | 127,000 | 130,000 | 130,000 | 129,000 | 129,000 | 129,000
122,000 | 129,000 | 127,000 | 123,000 | 123,000 | 121,000 | 126,000 | 119,000 | 123,000 | 122,000| 126,000 124,000
135,000 | 130,000 | 130,000 | 133,000 | 128,000 | 128,000 | 127,000 | 125,000 126,000 | 128,000 | 124,000 | 128,000

RATES PER 1,000 TOTAL FOPULATION

Unad jusied for Seasonal Varietion

6.5 6.8 8.4 7.6 7.8 14.2 8.6 9.7 9.8 8.0 7.9 8.4
8.2 6.7 60 7.7 7.9 13.6 8.4 9.8 9.4 7.8 8.2 8.6
€.8 8.0 6.7 8.0 8.7 14.5 8.9 11.0 9.7 7.8 8.3 8.8
6.9 7.8 7.1 8.4 8.6 15.7 9.5 10.7 10.8 9.1 9.1 9.7
7.0 7.9 6.6 8.7 8.7 14.5 9.5 10.4 10.8 9.1 9.1 9.8
6.3 8.8 6.9 8.4 8.6 14.1 9.6 9.6 10.3 8.9 9.1 9.5
7.7 8.5 7.4 9.5 9.1 15.2 9.8 10.2 10.8 9.5 9.2 10.0

Ad justed for Seasonal Variation
1959 --- 8.4 8.3 8.6 8.4 7.9 9.3 8.9 7.8 8.7 8.6 8.4 8.2
1958 - 8.4 8.2 8.2 8.5 8.4 8.3 8.4 8.5 8.3 8.3 8.4 8.4
1857--- 9.2 9.4 9.1 9.2 9.4 a.8 8.9 9.5 8.6 8.4 8.5 8.6
1356 - - 9.4 9.1 9.6 9.2 9.1 9.6 9.4 9.8 9.4 9.7 2.4 8.3
1955- - 9.3 9.2 9.1 9.2 9.4 8.3 9.3 9.5 9.4 9.4 9.5 9.3
1954 - - 9.2 9.7 9.5 9.2 9.3 9.1 9.5 8.8 9.1 9.1 9.3 9.1
1953--- - 10.3 10.0 10.0 10.2 9.7 9.8 9.7 9.5 9.6 9.7 9.4 2.6

RATIOS PER 1,000 FEMALE POPULATION

AGED 15-44 YEARS

Unad justed for Seascnal Varaation
31.8 33.3 31.4 37.5 38.3 69.9 42.5 48.1 48.7 39.8 39.4 41.8
30.3 32.8 29.3 37.8 38.6 868.3 41.2 48.5 46.3 38.1 40.4 42.1
2.7 38.7 32.6 8.8 42.3 70.0 43.2 53.2 47.0 38.4 40.4 42.7
32.8 36.2 33.9 40.2 41.3 5.2 45.3 51.4 52.1 43.6 43.6 46.9
32.8 37.2 31.2 41.0 41.0 68.2 44.7 49.1 50.4 43.3 43.3 46.7
31.8 39.5 3L.9 39.0 40.1 65.86 44.8 44.8 48.0 41.4 42.4 44 .4
35.1 38.9 33.8 43.3 41.6 €9.4 45.0 46.7 48.8 43.6 42.2 45.9

Ad justed for Seasonal Variation
1959 -- 42.1 42.0 42.3 41.1 40.8 42.8 42.0 41.2 42.9 42.5 41.6 40.9
1958 41.0 39.6 40.2 41.8 41.0 41.0 41.1 41l.6 40.9 40.9 41.3 4l.2
1857 44 .4 45.8 43.6 44.2 45.7 42.4 43.1 45.9 41.7 40.9 41.0 42.0
1956 - 44,7 43.5 45.7 43.8 43.7 46.1 45.3 45.9 45.3 46.4 45.3 44.9
1985 m e m e e 44.0 43.4 43.0 43.8 44.4 43.5 43.7 44.7 44.7 44.7 44.7 44.6
1954 -. - - 42.2 44.7 43.8 42.8 42.8 42.1 43.8 4£1.3 42.5 42.4 43.6 42.7
1953 - - 46.9 45.5 45.4 46.3 44.6 44.8 44.3 43.3 43.9 44.4 43.2 44,1
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Table 2-E. Percentage Distribution of
Marriages of Brides and of Grooms,
by Month: Marriage-Registration Area,
Total of 30 Reporting States, 1959

(By place of occurrence. Data were not available for the following States in the
marriage-registration area: Kentucky and New Jersey)

. FIRST MARRIAGES REMARRTAGES
Al
MONTH marriagest
Bride Groom Bride Groom

ANNUAL - - mmmmmmmm 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
6.5 6.3 8.3 7.1 7.1
6.3 6.1 6.1 6.8 6.8
5.8 5.4 5.4 6.9 6.8
7.2 7.1 7.2 7.6 7.5
8.2 8.1 8.1 8.6 8.8
13.0 J4.1 13.9 9.7 10.0
8.6 8.5 8.5 9.1 9.0
10.9 1l.4 11.3 9.5 9.8
9.2 9.6 9.5 8.2 8.2
8.6 8.5 8.5 8.8 8.8
NOVEmber ~mmn. 7.8 7.6 7.6 8.3 8.3
December-—-—- 7.9 7.4 7.5 9.3 2.2

1Includes marriages for which previous marital status was not stated.

Table 2-F. Median Age of Bride and
of Groom at First Marriage and Re-
marriage: Total of 22 Reporting
States, 1955-59

(By place of occurrence. Computed on data by single years of age)

FIRST MARRIAGE REMARRTAGE:
YEAR
Bride Groom Bride Groom
TOTAL, 1855-59—cmm e e e 20.2 22.9 35.0 39.5
1959, 20.0 22.6 35.2 39.5
1988 20.0 22.6 35.3 39.7
1957 20.2 22.9 35.3 39.7
1956 20.3 23,1 34.9 39.4
1955 20.4 23.2 34.5 39.1

NOTE.~—The reporting States are Alabame, Connecticut, Delaware, Georgia, Idsho,
Iowa, Kensas, Loulsiana, Maine, Maryland, Michigen, Montana, New Hempshire, New
York. Ohlo, Oregon, South Dakote, Tennessee, Uteh, Vermont, Virginias, and Wycming.
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Table 2-G. Specified Age of Bride
or of Groom by Median Age of
Spouse, at First Marriage of Both:

Marriage-Registration Area, Total
of 29 Reporting States, 1959

(By place of occurrence. Computed on data by single years of age. Data were not
available for the following States in the marriage-registration area: Kentucky,
Nebraska, and New Jersey)

Median
age of
bride

SPECIFIED AGE OF BRIDE SPECIFIED AGE OF GROOM

BB EEES
b boko

ﬁl—'oo

0NN
[AEERAEN]
N

Nvo

Table 2-H. Median Age of Bride and
of Groom at First Marriage and
Remarriage, by Race: Marriage-
Registration Area, Total of 27 Re-
porting States, 1959

(By place of occurrence. Computed on data by singleyears of age. Data were not
available for the following States in the marriage-registration area: Kentucky,
New Jersey, Ohio, Pennsylvania, and Tennessee)

FIRST MARRIAGE REMARRIAGE
RACE
Eride Groom Bride Groom

ALI RACES 20.0 22.6 35.4 39.8
Whit 19.9 22.5 35.1 38.3
Nonvwhit: 20.5 23.2 37.6 42.9
Negro 20.4 23.0 37.8 43,0
Other 22.4 25.9 32.1 39.7
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Table 2-]. Percentage Distribution of Marriages of Brides and of Grooms,
by First Marriage and Remarriage, by Color: Marriage-Registration Area,

29 Reporting States, 1959

(By place of occurrence. Excludes marriages for which previous marital status was not stated. Data for white and nonwhite are shown separately for those States in which
the 1950 populations for nonwhite formed 10 percentor more of the total or numbered 50,000 or more. Data were not available for the following States in the marriage-

registration area: Kentucky, New Jersey, and Ohio)

BRIDE GROOM

AREA AND COLOR All First ALl First
marriages marriage Rem&rrlage marriages marriage Remarrlage
TOTAL* 10,0 76.7 25.3 1009 77.7 22,3
100,0 6.5 255 10,0 77.8 2z.2
100 O 1.8 wd.d 1uo,0 76.8 23.2
Alabama JAVIIS) 6.5 23 5 1060 76.5 23.5
100.0 .1 24.9 100.0 76.3 23.7
1u6.0 80.5 1.7 00,0 76.9 23.1
Alaskal- 100.0 65.1 366 100.0 68.2 31.8
100,06 YN 4051 1o0.0 66.0 34.0
100.% 741 AT 100.0 70,1 20.9
o R R o] o B e T L L EE T e R R P P 100.0 2.4 27.0 100.0 4.4 25.6
White----- 1oo.0 125 27.4 1uw.0 74.4 25.6
100,0 T1.6 28.4 100, 74.1 25.9
Connecticut! 100.0 V7.1 W2.0 100.0 77.8 22.2
White ou.0 17.8 ze.e 100.u 77.8 22.2
100.v 7€.6 23.4 oo, 7.7 22.3
Delaware 1uu.0 g2.2 17.8 100 U 85.0 17.0
100.0 81.8 18.2 JUERY] 83.0 17.0
100.0 84.4 15.6 1o 82 8 17.2
FLOT108 = m == mm s e e e m e e e e e m e m e m m e e m = e e e e e m m e e e e 100.0 62.9 37.1 100,06 65.3 34.7
1ov.0 H9.5 4.5 100w 62.2 378
100.0 6.4 21.6 1oo,y 79.2 20.8
Georgial 100.0 72.4 27.¢ 1000 75.8 28.2
100.0 70,8 23.7 1y 72.8 27.5
Nonwhite-- BIVORT 80.5 19.9 PO 73.9 2l.1
Idaho- 1uu.0 68.2 31.8 ou.n 71.6 28.4
Towa- 10u.0 8u.7 15.0 100.0 81.3 18.7
Kansas® 100.0 77 4 2e.6 pIETRY 79.2 20.8
100.0 7.0 zz2.1 100 ¢ 7.8 20.2
Nonwhate-- 100.0 70 0 30.0 100,90 70.8 29.1
Loulsiana. 100.0 76.4 23.1 100.u T7.7 2z2.3
100.0 76.2 23.8 lou.u 78.86 21.4
Nonwhite-- 100.0 5.5 21.5 w0 75.7 24.3
Maine--- -- 10.0 78.4 2l.z 100, 79.8 20.1
Maryland*- meee - 100.0 76.5 25.%5 1o, 77.3 22.7
White~-nnn 100.0 5.8 24.% 1.8 77.3 22.7
Nonwhite -- 100.0 79.4 2776 100.0 77.5 22.5
Michigan------mn-- N we.o 5.6 24.4 100.0 76.8 23.2
100.0 s.2 25.8 1ug.u 77.8 22.4
Nonwhite-- 100.0 6H9.6 30.4 0.0 89.2 30.8
MISSISSLPPL == m i e e e e e e m 100.0 7.8 29.2 120.0 70.9 29.1
White- 100.0 69.8 30.4 J O ANY] 7.8 28.2
Nonwhite 10U.0 75.0 27.0 1.0 6y.2 30.8
Montana- 100.0 68.5 31.5 10U.0 72.6 27.4
Nebraska. 100.v 77.5 22.5 100.0 79.6 20.4
New Hampshire- 100.0 2.4 27.6 1300 3.2 26.8
New York (cxeu. 100.0 84.6 5.4 1.0.0 85.3 14.7
White----- 100.0 84.4L 15.5 10U.0 85.C 14.8
Nenwhite-- 1W00.0 36.3 13.7 1ou.6 87.0 13.0
O Ok = o = e e e e e e e e e e e e e e oommeommeee 100.0 75.% 24.5 1000 6.7 23.3
Pennsyivania™* 1 0.0 H44.95 S.7 1ou.0 84,0 16.0
1u0.0 84.3 15.7 1u0.0 84.0 16.0
100.0 8L.5 14.5 100.0 84.1 15.9
Rhode Island- 100.0 84.% 5.5 100.0 84.8 1s.2
South Dakota- 100.0 801.3 13.7 100.0 82.5 17.5
Tennessee -- 1U0.0 7.0 25.0 100.0 75.3 24.7
100.0 7%.2 24.3 100.0 76.0 24.0
0.0 78.3 26.7 100.0 70.8 29.4
100.0 84.5 18.5 1000 84.0 1.0
106.0 84.4 L e 100.0 84.4 15.6
100.0 78.9 2.1 100.0 8u.1 19.9
Whate- - 100.0 7.9 2¢.1 100.0 73.4 20.6
Nonwhite 100.0 83.3 16.7 100.0 83.1 16.9
Wisconsin 100.0 2g6.9 13.1 100.9 287.8 12.4
Wyoming- 100.0 82.0 38.0 100.0 65.3 34.7

1pate include marriages for which cclor was not stated.
2Includes previously annulled marriages.
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Table 2-K. Median Age of Bride and of Groom at First Marriage and at
Remarriage, by Color: Marriage-Registration Area, 29 Reporting States, 1959

(By place of occurrence. Median age under 45 years computed on data by single years of age; 45 years and over, on data by 5-year age groups. Medians based on fewer
than 100 cases are underlined. Data for white and nonwhite are shown separately for those States in which the 1950 populations for nonwhite formed 10 percent or more
of the total or numbered 50,000 or more. Data were not available for the following States in the marriage-registration area: Kentucky, New Jersey, and Ohio)

MEDIAN AGE AT MEDIAN AGE AT MEDIAN AGE AT MEDTAN AGE AT
FIRST MARRIAGE REMARRTAGE FIRST MARRIAGE REMARRTAGE
AREA AND COIOR AREA AND COIOR
Bride Groom Bride Groom Eride Groom Bride Groom
« BOTAL™ 20,1 22.7 35,5 39.9 Maine < 19.7 22.5 33.9 37.9
Marylanal . 1.9 22.8 35.9 39.9
White-mr== 20,1 22.7 35.2 39.4 White—r——m 18.6 22.6 35.3 39.1
Nonwhite~~ 20.6 23.2 37.7 43,0 Nonwhite-- 21.8 24.6 38.9 43.4
Michi, 20.0 22.6 , 36,1 39.9
Alab: 19.2 22.0 33.8 38.9 White~eaae 20.0 22.5 35.8 359.5
18.9 2L.9 32.1 36.9 Nomwhite-- 20.6 24,0 38,0 42,0
20.0 22,7 39.7 45.8 Mississippi. 19.2 22,0 1 34.2 39.9
Alaskal. is.8 23.4 32.4 37.1 White———mm 19.1 22.0 32.1 37.5
19,7 23.0 32.6 36.9 Nonvhite- 19.3 21,9 40.1 46.6
Nonwhite- 20.0 24,5 31.5 38.5 Mon: 19.6 22.7 33.7 38,1
California 19.9 22.6 35.3 39.2 20.1 22.6 34,8 39.1
White-~—— 19.8 22.5 35.4 39.1 New Hempshire 20.1 22.7 34.0 38.2
Nonwhite~~ 2L.0 24.2 35,1 39,7 New York (excl. Ne¥.C.)-mmeeoomacmmaae 20,7 23.4 39,3 .7
Connecticut 2l.5 24.0 36.9 41.3 White. - 20.7 23.3 39.3 44.7
Waite——-—— 21.5 24.0 37.0 41l.4 Nonwhite-- 21.6 24.0 39,1 44,5
Nonwhite-- 22.3 24.7 35.5 40.0 Oregon 18.5 22.0 36.3 39.3
Delava: 20.5 22.8 37.9 4L.6 Pennsylvenia®. 21.5 23.8 37.8 42.4
Whitememen 20.5 22.7 37.7 41.6 White————-4 2l.5 23.8 37.6 42.2
Nonwhite-- 20.9 23.6 38.8 41.5 Nonwhite-- 21.6 24.3 39.7 44.8
Florid 20.0 22.9 36.6 41.5 Rhode Island 21,2 23,4 36.6 40,5
White-——m- 19.8 22.8 36.4 41.3 South Dakot. 19.9 2z.8 35.5 39.3
Nonwhite-~ 20.7 23.4 37.9 43.0 T 19.6 22.1 35.4 38.3
Georglel 19.5 22.0 33.1 37.9 White~em— 19.6 22.1 32,8 37.4
: White-weaa 19.3 21.9 32.4 37.0 Koawbite-— 20.3 22.6 38.2 43.4
Nonwhite-- 20.3 22.5 37.1 42.2 Utah 19.5 22.2 34,1 38.3
Idsho 18.9 21.5 32.6 36.5 Vermon' 19.9 22.6 38.7 43.2
Io 19,7 22.1 35.8 39.1 Virginia 20.7 22.8 35.4 40.2
Kansast 19.5 22.0 34.4 38.4 White——-u 20.7 22.7 34.8 39.6
Vhite--mou 19.5 22.0 34.2 38.0 Nonwhite-- 20.6 23.2 38,5 44.3
Noxwhi te—- 19.9 22.8 36.6 4.4 | Wisconsi 220.5 2235.0 38.3 43.0
Loulsi 18.5 22.2 35.6 41.0 19.6 22,6 4.2 37.6
Waltea—ana 19.4 22.2 33.7 38.5
Nonwhite-- 13,9 22,4 39.8 2644

1pate include marriages for which color was not stated.
2Includes previously annulled marriages.

Table 2-L.  Percentage Distribution of Marriages by Age of Bride and of
Groom, by Previous Marital Status: Marriage-Registration Area, Total of 28
Reporting States, 1959

(By place of occurrence. Excludes marriages for which age was not stated. Data were not available for the following States in the marriage-registration area: Kentucky,
Michigan, New Jersey, and Ohio)

BRITE GROOM
AGE Previous marital status . Previous marital status
Total Total - -
Single Widowed | Divorced tiot Single Widowed | Divorced Tot
‘ stated stated

TOTAL. 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 " 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Under 15 year: 0.3 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.8 0.0 0.0 o o) 0
15-19 years 57.8 48.1 0.6 4.2 41.3 12.6 16.1 0.1 0.3 15.4
20-24 years 32.4 37.7 3.5 19.2 27.3 43.3 53.3 0.8 9.9 43.2
25-29 years 9.4 7.5 5.3 19.6 7.9 17.6 18.6 2.3 18.2 14.4
30-34 years- 5.6 2.8 7.7 17.5 5.1 8.0 6.1 4.2 18.1 8.7
35-39 years 4.3 1.5 10.5 14.5 4.6 5.0 2.6 5.9 16.0 4.7
40-44 years 3.2 0.8 12.9 10.4 3.3 3.5 1.3 7.8 1lz.8 3.3
45-49 year: 2.5 0.5 14.6 7.1 2.9 2.8 0.8 10.4 9.8 2.7
50-54 year 1.7 0.3 13.3 3.7 2.6 2.1 0.5 12.2 8.5 2.6
55-59 years 1.2 0.2 12.5 2.0 1.6 1.6 0.3 5.1 3.9 2.1
80-64 yes 0.8 0.1 8.6 1.0 1.2 1.2 0.2 13.0 2.2 l.4
85-69 yea 0.6 0.1 7.1 0.5 0.9 l.2 0.1 14.9 1.8 2.0
70-74 yenr 0.2 0.0 3.1 0.2 0.4 0.7 0.0 9.3 0.8 1.0
75 years and over 0.1 0.0 1.3 0.1 0.2 0.4 0.0 5.9 0.3 ¢.5
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Table 2-M. Median Age of Bride and of Groom at Marriage, by Previous
Marital Status: Marriage-Registration Area, 28 Reporting States, 1959

(By place of occurrence. Median age under 45 years computed on data by single years of age; 45 years and over, on data by 5-year age groups. Medians based on fewer
than 100 cases are underlined. Data were not available for the followang States in the marriage-registration area: Kentucky, Michigan, New Jersey, and Ohio)

MEDIAN AGE OF BRIDE MEDIAN AGE OF GROOM
AREA Previous marital status Previous merital status
Totall Totall

Single Widowed Divorced Single Widowed Divorced

21.3 20.1 48.3 3l.9 24.0 22.7 57.4 36.0

20.1 19.2 48.5 29.9 25.3 22.0 55.6 34.9

22.5 19.8 40.4 31.2 26.1 23.4 44.8 3%6.5

21.5 19.9 49.4 32.8 24.4 22.6 58.7 36.7

Connecticut- 22.7 21.5 48.6 33.8 25.8 24.0 56.1 37.6
Delaware 21.4 20.5 48.3 33.3 23.9 22.8 56.6 36.5
Florida 22.8 20.0 $0.9 3z.9 26.0 22.9 62.0 37.7
GeorgLa.: 21.2 19.8 45.0 30.2 23.5 22.0 54.0 35.0
20.1 18.9 46.9 30.3 23.0 21.5 57.0 34.9

20.5 18.7 48 .4 31.3 22.9 22.1 £7.8 35.0

20.3 19.5 49.7 30.7 23.0 22.0 57.2 34.6

20.4 19.5 48.0 32.1 23.2 22.2 56.3 37.0

20.8 19.7 50.48 30.7 23.4 22.5 58.8 353.8

elr.z 18.9 46.4 33.0 24.5 2z2.8 55.5 6.3

20.7 19.2 47.8 30.7 23.7 22.0 S57.7 35.8

21.0 19.6 47.2 30.5 24.3 22.7 $5.1 35.6

21.0 20.1 48.8 sl.2 23.6 22.8 58.4 35.3

New Hampshire 21.6 20.1 46.2 3l.b 24.6 22 7 58.2 35.2
New York {excl. N.Y.C.)} 21l.4 20.7 L0.2 32.4 24.2 23.4 58.4 36.0
20.5 19.5 50.% 31.6 23.2 22.0 59.2 36.0

22.1 21.5 48.0 33.2 24.8 23.8 57.1 36.8

21.8 21.2 48.0 3.1 24.3 23.4 55.9 35.5

20.7 19.9 46.1 J1.1 23.7 22.8 58.2 34.1

21.1 19.6 47.8 29.8 23.5 2z2.1 57.8 34.6

20.0 19.5 L2.5 28.9 22.8 22.2 59.5 32.5

20.86 19.9 500 w9 2%.4 22.8 58.7 36.8

21.5 20.7 15.6 L.1 23.9 22.8 54.8 6.2

21.0 220.5 48.Y 22.8 23.6 223.0 57.9 36.2

21.7 19.6 46.3 1.8 24.9 22.8 53.5 35.4

lrncludes marriages for which
2Includes previously annulled

previous marital status was not stated,

marslagus.

Table 2-N.

Marriage: Marriage-Registration Area, 24 Reporting States, 1959

(By place of occurrence. Median age under 45 years computed on data by single years of age; 45 years and over, on data by 5-year age groups.

Median Age of Bride and of Groom by Number of Present

Medians based on fewer

than 100 cases are underlined. Data were not available for the following States in the marriage-registration area: Florida, Idaho, Kansas, Kentucky, Louisiana, Maryland,

New Jersey, and Oregon)

MEDIAN AGE OF BRIDE

MEDIAN AGE OF GROOM

AREA
ALL Farst Second mgiiige A1) First Second Tma,mr:‘i:ge
1
MErr1eges marriage marriage or more marriages marriage marriage | oo

O ALm m e e e o e 21.3 20.3 34,0 4.4 24,0 22.8 38,3 46,9
Alabema. 20.1 19.2 32.3 39.8 23.3 22.0 37.3 46.5
Alask 22.5 19.8 29.¢9 37.% 26.1 23.4 35.1 41.6
Californi 21.5 19.9 33.1 41,5 24.4 22.8 37.0 46.8
Connecticut 22.7 21.5 6.2 42.9 25,6 24,0 40,4 49.1
Delaware 2l.4 20.5 36.9 43.8 23.9 22.8 40.6 48.5
Georgla 2l.2 19.5 32.0 38.4 23.5 22.0 36.6 44.3
Io 20.5 18.7 34.4 41.0 22.9 22.1 37.9 45,5
Mai; 20.6 19.7 32.6 38.5 23.4 22.5 36.6 47.2
Michigan 2l.1 20.0 34.0 42.0 23.9 22.6 38.1 46.7
Mississippi 20.7 19.2 31.9 41.9 23.7 22.0 37.2 49.0
Montean, 21.0 19.6 32.5 38,5 24.3 22.7 36.3 43,0
Nebraska. 2.0 20.1 33.1 40,6 23.6 22.6 37.4 46,1
New Hempshire-- 21.6 20.1 33.0 40.7 24.6 22.7 36.9 50.1
New York (excl. N.Y.C.) 2l.¢ 20.7 38.4 49.0 24,2 23.4 43.8 55.0
Ohio: 2l1.6 20.4 33.9 41.3 24.1 22.7 37.9 45,9
Pennsylvani: 22.1 2L.5 37.3 45.2 24.8 23.8 41.8 49,2
Rhode Xsland. 21.8 2l.2 35.7 40,9 24.3 23.4 39.4 53.8
South Dakot: - 20.7 19.9 34.4 41.8 23.7 22.8 38.5 45.0
T 2l.1 19.6 31.6 40,4 23.5 22.) 36.4 46.9
Utah. 20.0 19.5 31.8 42.2 22.9 22.2 36.0 45.4
Vermon 20.6 19.9 37.7 50,3 23.4 22.6 42.7 50.8
Virginii 21.5 20.7 34.2 42,5 23.9 22.8 39.1 48.5
Wisconsin 21.0 220.5 37.2 44.7 23.6 223.0 41.8 50.4
Wyomang: 21.7 19.8 32.2 38.3 2¢.9 22.6 35.6 42.6

*Tncludes flgures for number of marriages not stated.
2Tneludes previously ennulled marriages.
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Table 2-O. Number and Percentage Distribution of Marriages by Resident

Status of Bride and Groom in State Where Married: Marriage-Registration
Area, 30 Reporting States, 1959

(Marriages for which resident status was not stated are included in the total numbers of marriages but are excluded from percentage distributions. Data were not avail-
able for the following States in the marriage-registration area: Kentucky and New Jersey)

NUMBER PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION
- Resident bride Nonresident bride Resident bride Nenresident bride
Total Total
Resident Nogz:zi— Resident No::zii— Resident Nogi:ii' Resident Ncgz:zi-
groom groon greom groom groom groom groon groom

TOTAL 784,727 625,279 50,596 15,322 89,253 100.0 80.1 6.5 2.0 1Ll.4
Alab: 30,722 25,031 2,052 672 2,966 100.0 8.5 6.7 2.2 9.7
Alaska 1,763 1,572 38 138 17 100.0 89.2 2.2 7.7 1.0
Californie 101,514 90,902 3,722 1,516 1,651 100.0 93.0 3.8 1.6 1.7
Connecticut 17,509 13,409 1,486 421 2,182 100.0 76.6 8.5 2.4 1l2.5
Delawar 2,383 1,791 31 92 185 100.0 75.3 13.1 3.9 7.8
Florida. 33,588 33,240 2,833 1,079 1,393 100.0 86.2 7.3 2.8 3.6
Georgla 48,928 30,053 2,817 1,344 14,705 100.0 gL.8 S.2 2.8 30.2
Idgho 9,343 4,474 626 291 3,952 100.0 47.9 6.7 3.1 42.3
Tow 25,116 16,920 1,763 502 5,017 100.0 67.4 7.0 2.0 23.6
Kensas 16,040 12,292 1,768 616 1,362 100.0 76.6 1.0 3.8 8.5
Louisiana 21,453 19,420 1,492 236 302 100.0 90.5 7.0 1.1 l.4
Mai) 7,599 6,128 946 179 346 100.0 80.6 12.4 2.4 4.6
Maryland. 38,770 19,197 2,540 1,405 16,630 100.0 48.3 6.4 3.5 41.8
Michi 58,826 53,436 2,527 615 2,248 100.0 90.8 4.3 1.0 3.8
Mississippl 20,447 14,806 1,462 544 3,516 100.0 2.8 7.2 2.7 17.3
Montana. 6,228 4,852 455 153 768 100.0 77.9 7.3 2.5 12.3
Nebraska 10,724 8,309 1,122 243 1,050 100.0 7.5 10.5 2.3 9.8
New Hampshix 7,287 3,390 761 230 2,916 100.Q 46.4 10.4 3.2 40.0
New York (excl. N.Y.C.) 53,630 47,987 35,028 782 1,833 100.0 89.5 5.8 1.5 3.4
Ohio 66,877 81,393 3,398 105 1,772 100.0 92.1 S| . 0.2 2.7
Orego 10,166 8,718 874 230 T 323 100.0 85.9 8.6 2.3 3.2
Pennsylvenia. 71,119 63,508 4,644 1,034 2,508 100.0 88.6 6.5 1.4 3.5
Rhode Island 5,770 4,276 282 163 348 100.0 74.1 17.0 2.8 6.0
South Dakot 5,861 3,787 636 153 1,285 100.0 B4.6 10.9 2.6 21.9
T 30,213 23,083 2,335 599 4,215 100.0 76.3 7.7 2.0 1.0
Utah. 6,734 §,158 461 276 839 100.0 76.6 6.8 4.1 12.5
Vermon' 3,235 2,267 400 140 427 100.0 70.1 12.4 4.3 13.2
Virginia 37,768 20,977 3,399 1,091 12,301 100.0 55.5 9.0 2.9 32.6
Wisconsi: 25,637 22,863 1,764 386 624 100.0 89.2 6.9 1.5 2.4
Wyoming 3,077 2,070 254 o1 662 100.0 67.3 8.3 3.0 21.5
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Table 2-P. Number and Percentage Distribution of First Marriages of Brides
and of Grooms by Resident Status of Bride and Groom in State Where
Married: Marriage-Registration Area, 30 Reporting States, 1959

(Marriages for which resident status was not stated are included in the total numbers of marriages but are exéluded from percentage distributions. Data were not avail~
able for the following States in the marriage-registration area: Kentucky and New Jersey)

FIRST MARRIAGES OF BRIDES FIRST MARRIAGES CF GROCMS
AREA Resident bride Nonresident bride Resident grcom Nonresident groom
Total Total

Resident Nonresi- Resident Nonresl- Resident Nonresi- Resident Nonresi-

groom dent groom dent bride dent bride dent

groom groom bride bride

NUMBER
Total 596,237 481,112 41,525 10,619 59,656 604,678 487,607 10,595 42,037 60,871
Alebema 23,495 19,183 1,660 493 2,159 23,490 19,113 504 1,708 2,165
Alasks. 1,109 977 32 92 8 1,197 1,068 89 31 9
Californi. 73,457 65,725 2,955 1,045 883 75,353 67,271 1,015 3,051 934
Connecticut 13,600 10,955 1,290 295 1,060 13,621 11,081 284 1,294 952
Delaware 1,948 1,460 274 &L 132 1,971 1,493 76 269 153
Florida 24,221 20,794 2,017 630 763 25,145 21,562 576 2,195 784
Georgia 34,933 22,637 1,929 909 9,331 35,774 22,946 926 2,008 9,712
Idaho 6,364 3,283 501 177 2,403 6,684 5,357 .80 514 2,633
Tove 20,244 14,284 1,543 340 4,067 20,392 14,358 365 1,514 4,148
Ken, 12,297 9,598 1,412 410 878 12,601 9,815 428 1,456 900
Louisiana. - 13,452 12,339 879 123 109 13,611 12,465 118 914 i
Medn 5,988 4,708 825 126 249 6,U68 4,875 124 832 237
Maryland. R 3C,396 14,909 2,029 1,051 12,407 30,726 15,229 993 2,074 12,424
Michigan 44,446 40,166 2,177 391 1,712 45,147 40,897 388 2,127 1,735
Mississippl 14,398 10,811 1,123 360 2,028 14,433 10,730 359 1,158 2,110
Montena-- 4,262 3,338 374 86 464 4,521 3,553 88 381 499
Nebraska- 8,313 6,699 967 152 495 8,537 6,864 170 964 539
New Hempshi 5,275 2,667 811 167 1,830 5,355 2,661 180 644 1,870
New York (excl. N.Y.C.) 45,386 40,702 2,721 590 1,373 45,760 41,133 600 2,645 1,382
oOhio 50,110 46,108 2,767 64 1,017 50,862 46,763 64 2,751 1,129
Oreg: 7,646 6,574 727 149 182 7,770 6,700 182 736 155
Pennsylvani 60,390 54,083 4,121 769 1,397 60,208 54,145 764 4,012 1,267
Rhode Island. 4,875 3,648 a5l 128 237 4,894 3,670 124 883 216
South Dekota 4,705 3,235 574 104 792 4,838 3,308 110 571 851
Te 22,621 17,56C 1,851 415 2,795 22,730 17,504 421 1,903 2,902
Utah- 5,678 4,313 388 233 44 5,642 4,288 234 288 732
Vermont 2,726 1,936 369 115 305 2,728 1,938 115 364 310
Virginia 29,794 17,135 2,753 804 9,102 30,253 17,313 813 2,862 9,265
Wisconsi 22,153 19,864 1,592 275 422 22,380 20,100 292 1,582 406
Wyoming: 1,905 1,345 203 45 312 2,007 1,395 46 208 361
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION

Total 100.0 81.1 7.0 1.8 10.1 100.0 8L.1 1.8 7.0 10.1
Alabama. 100.0 8L.6 7.1 2,1 9.2 100.0 81.4 2.1 7.3 2.2
Aleska. 100.0 88.1 2.9 8.3 0.7 100.0 8.2 7.4 2.6 o.8
Californi 100.0 93,1 4.2 1.5 1.3 103.0 93.1 l.& 4.2 1.3
Connecticut 100.0 80.6 9.5 2.2 7.8 109.0 8l.4 2,1 9.5 7.0
Delawar 100,0 75.0 14.1 4.2 8.8 100.0 8.7 3.9 13.6 6.7
Florida: 100,00 8.9 8.3 2.6 3.2 100.0 85.9 2.3 8.7 3.1
Georgi. 105.0 65.0 5.5 2.6 26.8 100.0 64,5 2.6 5.6 27.3
Idsho 00,0 bL.6 7.9 2.8 37.8 100.0 50.2 2.7 7.7 39.4
Towa. 100.0 TU.6 7.6 1.7 20.1 100.0 70,4 1.8 7.4 20.4
Kansa 1060.0 78.0 11.5 3.3 7.1 1090.0 77.9 3.4 11.6 7.1
Louisian 100.¢ 31,7 6.5 0.9 0.8 100.0 Sl.6 C.9 6,7 0.8
Med 100.v 80.0 13.8 2.1 4.2 100.0 80.3 2.0 13,7 3.2
Marylend. 100.0 49.0 6.7 3.5 40.8 100.0 49,6 3.3 6.7 40.4
Mi.chi, 100.0 90.4 4.9 0.9 3.9 100.0C 90,6 0.9 4,7 3.8
Mississippl 100.0 75.5 7.8 2.5 1.2 100.0 74.7 2.5 8.1 14,7
Montana. 100.0 78.3 8.8 2.0 10.9 100.0 78,6 1.9 8.¢ 11.0
Nebrask: 100.0 80.6 11.6 1.8 6.0 100.0 80.4 2.0 1.3 6.3
New Hampshire 100.0 50.6 11.6 3.2 34.7 100.0 49.9 3.0 12.1 35.1
New York (excl. N.Y¥.C.) 100.0 89.7 6.0 1.3 3.0 100,0 89,9 1.3 5.8 3.0
Ohio 100.0 92.3 5.5 0.1 2.0 100.0 g2.2 0.1 5.4 2.2
Oregon. 100.0 86.1 2.5 2.0 2.4 100.0 86.4 2.1 9.5 2.0
Pennsylvenia 100.0 89.6 6.8 1.3 2.3 100.0 90,0 1.3 6.7 2.1
Rhode Island. 100.0 74.8 17.7 2.6 4.9 100.0 75.0 2.5 18.0 4.4
South Dekota 100.0 68.8 12.2 2.2 16.8 100.0 68.3 2.3 11.8 17.6
100.0 77.6 8.2 1.8 12.4 100.0 77.0 1.8 8.4 1z,8°
Utah 100.0 76.0 6.8 4.1 13.1 100.0 76.0 4.1 6.9 13.0
Vermon 100.0 71.0 13.6 4.2 1.2 100.0 7.1 4.2 13.3 11.4
Virginia. 100.0 57.5 8.2 2.7 30.5 100.0 57.2 2.7 9.5 30.6
Wisconsin 100.0 89.7 7.2 1.2 1.9 200.0 89.8 1.3 7.1 1.8
Wyoming: 100.0 70.6 10.7 2.4 16.4 100.0 69,5 2.3 10.2 18.0
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Table 2-Q. Number and Percentage Distribution of Remarriages of Brides
and of Grooms by Resident Status of Bride and Groom in State Where
Married: Marriage-Registration Area, 30 Reporting States, 1959

(Marriages for which resident status was not stated are included in the total numbers of marriages but are excluded from percentage distributions. Data were not avail-
able for the following States in the marriage-registration area: Kentucky and New Jersey)

REMARRIAGES OF ERIDES REMARRTAGES OF GROOMS
AREA Resident bride Nonresident bride Resident groom Nonresident groom
Total Total -
Restdent | "ETSSL- | pegygeny | Nemrest- Resident | MO3T®SL< | pegiqent | MoRresi-
A groom groom groom groom bride bride bride vride
NUMBER
Total 182,826 139,394 8,570 4,613 29,338 174,804 133,279 4,635 8,059 28,154
Alab 7,227 5,848 392 79 807 7,232 5,918 168 344 801
Alask 640 582 5 44 9 558 497 47 6 8
Californi 27,849 25,170 766 471 768 25,950 23,622 501 8670 n7
C 51.cut 3,906 2,452 196 126 1,131 3,887 2,317 137 192 1,240
Delawar 423 322 37 10 51 405 293 16 42 50
Florida 14,262 12,364 805 249 625 13,387 11,626 s02 636 605
Georgl, 13,354 6,943 563 424 5,291 12,704 6,747 411 491 4,944
Tdaho 2,972 1,189 125 134 1,544 2,657 1,116 paki 12 1,318
Towa. : 4,833 2,609 216 161 1,843 4,688 2,541 136 247 1,760
Kaneas 3,596 2,591 338 196 470 3,312 2,392 181 295 444
Louist 4,034 3,680 208 57 89 3,897 3,587 59 164 87
Mad; 1,611 1,340 121 53 97 1,531 1,253 55 114 109
Maryland 9,363 4,282 510 352 4,219 9,020 3,953 398 466 4,203
Michi 14,351 13,245 347 224 535 13,644 12,511 227 397 509
Mississippl 5,950 3,920 336 182 1,478 5,920 4,004 T lsa 299 1,397
k 1,961 1,513 8l 87 300 1,705 1,298 65 T4 268
Nebrask 2,411 1,610 155 91 555 2,187 1,445 73 158 511
New Hampshir 2,012 713 150 63 1,086 1,952 719 70 117 1,046
New York (excl. N.Y.C.) 8,244 7,265 +307 192 460 7,870 6,854 182 383 451,
Ohi 16,495 15,032 618 40 754 15,845 14,483 39 633 636
Oregons 2,486 2,115 146 79 140 2,354 1,986 65 133 186
Pennsylvania. 11,222 9,327 520 263 1,109 11,433 9,296 268 625 1,240
Fhode Island 892 626 121 34 111 874 605 39 98 131
South Dakot 1,158 552 62 49 493 1,023 481 43 85 434
7,556 5,470 484 184 1,417 7,440 5,522 178 430 1,309
Uteh 1,040 833 73 43 a1 1,076 859 42 73 102
Vermon: 505 28 3L 25 121 503 327 25 35 18
Virgind, 7,974 3,842 646 287 3,199 7,515 3,664 278 537 3,036
Wisconsi 3,352 2,889 180 108 185 3,167 2,690 90 173 214
Wyoming 1,169 722 sL 46 350 1,068 673 45 49 301
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION
Total. 100.0 76.6 4.7 2.5 16.1 100.0 76.5 2.7 4.6 l16.2
Alsbema 100.0 80,9 5.4 2.5 1.2 100.0 g1.8 2.3 4.8 1.1
Alask 100.0 80.9 0.8 6.9 1.4 100.0 89.1L 8.4 1.1 1.4
Californi, 100.0 92.6 2.8 1.7 2.8 100.0 92.6 2.0 2.6 2.8
[+ ticut 100.0 62.8 5.0 3.2 29.0 100.0 59.6 3.5 4.9 3.9
Delawe: 100.0 76.7 8.8 2.4 1lz.1 100.0 73.1 4.0 10.5 12,5
Florid 100.0 85.8 5.7 3.2 4.4 100.0 87.0 3.8 4.8 4.5
Georgie. 100.0 52.5 £.3 3.2 40.0 100.0 53.6 3.3 3.9 39.3
Tdah 100.0 40.0 4.2 3.8 52.0 100.0 42,0 4.2 4.2 49.6
Iow 100.0 54.0 4.5 3.3 38.2 100.0 5¢.2 2.9 5.3 37.6
Kansas 100.0 72.1 9.4 5.5 13.1 100.0 72.2 5.5 8.9 3.4
Toulsi 100.0 91.2 5.2 1.4 2.2 100.0 92.0 1.5 4.2 2.2
Mad. 100.0 83.2 7.5 3.3 8.0 100.0 8l.8 3.6 7.4 7.2
Maryland < 100.0 45.7 5.4 3.8 45.1 100.0 43.8 4.4 5.2 46.6
Michi 100.0 92.3 2.4 1.6 3.7 200.0 91.7 1.7 2.9 3.7
Mississippd 100.0 €6.3 5.7 3.1 25.0 200.0 68.0 3.1 5.1 23.7
b 200.0 77.2 4.1 3.4 15.3 100.0 76.1 3.8 4.3 15.7
Nebraska 100.0 £6.8 6.4 3.8 23.0 100.0 66.1 3.3 7.2 23.4
New Eempshir 100,0 35.4 7.5 3.1 54.0 100.0 36.8 3.6 6.0 53.6
New York (excl. N.Y.C.) 100.0 88.4 3.7 2.3 5.6 100.0 87.1 2.3 4.9 5.7
Chi 100.0 8l.4 3.8 0.2 4.6 100.0 91.7 0.2 4.0 4.0
Oregon . 100.0 85.3 5.9 3.2 5.6 100.0 8.5 2.8 5.7 7.1
Pennsylvania 100.0 83.1 4.6 2.3 9.9 100.0 81.3 2.3 5.5 10.8
Rbode Island. 100.0 70.2 13.6 3.8 12.4 100.0 69.2 4.5 11.3 15.0
South Dekota. 100.0 47.8 5.4 4.2 42.8 100.0 47.0 4.2 8.4 42.4
100.0 2.4 6.4 2.4 18.8 100.0 74.2 2.4 5.8 17.8
Utak: 100.0 80.1 7.0 4.1 8.8 100.0 79.8 3.9 6.8 8.5
Vermon 100.0 65.0 6.1 5.0 24,0 100.0 65.0 5.0 7.0 3.1
Virginie 100.0 48.2 8.1 3.6 40.1 100.0 48.8 3.7 7.1 40.4
Wisconsi 100.0 86.2 4.8 3.2 5.8 7 100.0 84.9 2.8 S.5 6.8
Wyoming. 100.0 61.8 4.4 3.9 29.9 100.0 63.0 4.2 4.6 28.2
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Table 2-R.

INTRODUCTION

Marriages and Marriage Rates: United States, Each Division and
State, 1955-59

(By place of occurrence. Rates per 1,000 estimated midyear population in each area)

NUMBER
AREA
1959 1958 1957 1956 1955 1959 1955
UNITED STATES---- 1,494,000 | 1,451,000 | 1,518,000 | 1,585,000 | 1,531,000 8.5 9.3
GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS
New England 177,350 74,177 178,107 *80,505 179,672 7.6 7.4 7.9 8.3 5.2
Middle Atlantic 230,895 226,923 240,222 245,935 241,121 6.8 6.8 7.3 7.6 7.5
East North Central-- - 279,603 267,733 2297,878 1307,779 1292,945 7.7 7.5 2g.5 9.0 18.7
West North Central?® 120,591 115,501 115,705 123,670 122,277 7.8 7.6 7.6 8.2 8.2
South Atlantic 257,755 247,324 | 2255,903 267,580 263,223 10.0 9.8 210.3 11.1 1.2
East South Central - 99,705 114,787 126,927 153,433 131,356 8.3 9.7 10.7 11.4 1.3
West South Central- *163,275 1159,688 2154,230 1156,740 2154,688 ig.8 19.7 29.5 ig.9 29.9
Mountain 122,629 | 2111,361 | 2118,035 241,051 1154,545 18.5 217.2 23,8 123.1 122.5
PACiTLC=mmummmommmmm e m e m e e oo = m 141,799 133,891 131,009 128,133 111,479 7.3 7.1 7.1 7.2 6.5
NEW ENGLAND
Mein 7,599 7,564 7,878 8,176 8,263 8.0 9.0
New Hampshire 7,87 6,997 7,189 7,484 7,061 1z2.3 1z2. 12.8
Vermont 3,235 3,871 5,210 3,420 3,378 8.7 9.2
T e 135,950 33,583 135,790 136,499 157,079 7.3 7.7
Rhode Island 5,770 5,659 5,884 6,325 6,357 6.6 7.7
Connecticut 17,509 17,003 18,156 18,621 17,504 7.5 7.9
MIDDLE ATLANTIC
NeW YOTKe=-mommemmmomm oo m e e e m e 120,517 121,522 124,647 127,101 125,251 7.3 7.8
New Jersey 38,659 38,398 40,3567 41,15z 40,3527 6.5 7.5
Pemnsylvania 71,719 67,205 75,208 77,682 77,548 8.3 7.1
EAST NORTH CENTRAL
Ohilo 66,877 65,240 59,1256 62,947 61,862 6.9 6.9
Indiane 40,982 58,949 374,391 174,086 166,065 8.8 5.4
Illinois- 87,281 85,400 | = 282,887 286,845 282,877 8.6 3g.9
Michigan 58,826 55,159 54,121 57,068 55,698 7.4 7.6
Wisconsin 25,637 24,985 25,725 26,853 25,545 6.4 6.9
WEST NORTH CENTRAL
MINAEEOLA=m === mmmmmmmmmmmm = mmmmm e m o 25,188 25,554 27,862 24,604 25,700 6.8 7.4
Iowa -~ 25,110 25,058 25,840 £5,.70 24,493 8.9 9.0
Missouri®- 35,530 51,985 31,395 34,382 34,162 8.3 8.1
North Dekota- 4,282 4,275 4,198 4,30¢ 4,241 6.7 6.6
South Dakote ——- 5,861 b,702 5,7¢6 8,129 6,122 8.5 3.0
Nebraska-~cme- - 10,724 10,607 10,702 11,564 11,892 7.4 8.6
Kanses 16,040 15,440 15,982 17,619 17,667 7.5 8.6
SOUTH ATLANTIC
Delavar: 2,385 2,311 2,043 2,343 2,252 5.2 5.2 5.2 5.6 5.6
Maryland 59,770 39,926 42,799 45,242 42,745 13.1 13.5 14.8 15.9 15.4
District of Columbie 28,377 2g,0ud 28,043 8,178 33,031 210.0 3g.8 %3.8 10.1 2g.6
Virginia---- 37,768 36,326 37,184 38,284 36,849 9.5 9.3 9.7 10.3 10.3
West Virginie 13,294 13,757 214,277 14,169 14,339 6.8 7.0 27.3 7.2 7.3
North Carolina® 29,986 27,266 25,882 26,354 26,118 6.6 6.1 5.8 6.0 6.0
South Carolina 38,661 37,856 42,081 48,996 48,227 16.0 15.8 17.8 21.1 21.0
Georgla 48,928 47,219 51,238 52,221 54,780 12.7 12.5 13.6 14.1 15.0
Floride 38,588 34,569 32,149 31,793 29,904 8.1 7.7 7.6 8.1 8.2
EAST SOUTH CENTRAL
Kentucky 18,323 26,204 821,314 222,342 321,884 5.9 8.5 27.0 37.5 37.3
Tennessee~- 30,213 27,675 23,250 24,089 23,258 8.6 8.0 6.8 7.1 6.8
Alabama-- 30,722 24,506 19,868 20,779 19,791 9.6 7.7 6.3 6.7 6.4
Mississippl--===-n 20,447 36,402 52,495 66,223 66,425 9.4 16.9 28.8 0.9 31.6
WEST SOUTH CENTRAL
Arkansas - 18,394 215,333 213,037 15,932 214,888 10.5 2g.8 7.3 8.0 28.4
Loutsiana 21,453 21,068 21,201 22,499 121,500 6.8 5.8 6.9 7.5 27.3
OKLOhOME, = === mm = mm o 2 o m e mm c o mmam e 130,170 153,466 130,592 129,965 27,200 113.3 114.9 13.6 13,5 212.5
Texas=-m--=-nn- 293,258 89,821 89,400 40,344 291,210 29.8 13.6 9.7 10.1 210.4
MOUNTAIN
MOREaNg - —=mm = mmmm e == 6,228 6,142 6,495 6,770 6,514 9.1 9.1 9.7 10.4 10.4
Tdaho 9,543 9,522 8,995 9,132 8,879 14.1 14.6 13.9 14.6 14.6
Wyoming 3,077 2,955 2,908 3,199 3,030 9.6 9.4 9.2 10.2 9.7
Colorado® 15,518 14,691 13,831 13,147 12,647 9.2 8.9 8.3 8.1 8.1
New Mexico 11,11 25,814 211,439 121,600 122,300 12.6 26,8 214.1 127.5 128.2
Arizona--~=-=~-== 10,251 13,808 9,852 25,631 21,851 8.3 la.3 9.0 25.2 21.2
Utah 6,734 6,600 6,672 5,657 6,724 7.7 7.7 7.9 8.1 8.4
Nevada® 60,365 55,832 58,042 54,918 52,420 215.6 205.5 221.5 216 2 214.0
PACIFIC
Washington- 328,556 227,961 328,441 830,113 18,908 310.% 10.1 10.4 7.2
Oregon. 10,166 9,896 9,961 10,568 10,652 5.8 5.7 5.7 6.3
California - 101,324 96,054 9¢,607 87,452 81,939 6.9 6.7 6.7 8.3
Alaska. 1,783 (1,818) (1,686) (1,827) (1,915) 9.2 8.5) (8.0) ) (3.2

Data estimated.
2pata incomplete.
SMarriage licenses.
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Table 2-S. Percentage Distribution of
Divorces and Annulments by Place
Where Marriage was Performed:
Divorce-Registration Area, 14 Re-
porting States, 1959

(By place of legal residence. Data were not available for the following States in
the divorce-registration area: Kansas, Maryland, and Nebraska)

PLACE WHERE MARRTAGE WAS PERFORMED
Total .
ArEh Same Different | Outside Not

State State U.S. stated
TOTAL = s mmoem = e mm 100.0 44.3 35.8 1.1 18.8
100.0 l1s.2 18.3 0.3 83.2
100.0 46.1 50.1 3.2 0.6
100.0 42.1 13.4 0.5 44.0
100.0 46.6 47.1 2.0 4.2
100.0 61.7 35.5 1.1 1.7
100.0 68.9 28.3 2.2 0.5
100.0 3.2 58.8 1.5 8.5
100.0 60.0 33.7 1.7 4.5
100.0 57.8 39.2 1.4 1.6
T 100.0 40.7 58.2 0.5 0.5
100.0 46.3 49.9 1.9 1.9
100.0 5§5.0 43.6 1.4 0.0
100.0 60.8 37.1 2.0 0.1
100.0 43.4 52.9 1.8 2.3

Table 2-T. Monthly Indexes of Di-
vorces and Annulments: Total of 34
Reporting States, 1958 and 1959

(Monthly average = 100. Computed from figures adjusted for length of month)

MONTH 1959 1958
January 92.8 97.0
February 96.4 93.2
March. 97.1 97.2
April 100.1 100.1
May 100.8 99.5
Ju 110.3 107.8
July. 101.7 98.7
August 84.4 84.1
September 106.4 110.2
Octob 109.6 i12.7
November 100.1 98.0
D b 100.3 101.8
NOTE.—~The reporting States are: Alabama, Arkansas, Connecticut, Delaware,
District of Columbia, Florida, Georgla, Idsho, Iowa, Kansas, Malne, Maryland,

Michigan, Minnesota, Mississippi, Missouri, Montana, Nebrasks, New Bampshire, New
Jersey, North Carolina, North Dakota, Ohio, Cklahoma, Oregon, Pennsylvania, South
Carolina, South Dakota, Tennessee, Utsh, Vermont, Virginia, Wisconsin,esnd Wyoming.
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Table 2-U. Median Age of Husband
and of Wife at Time of Divorce
or Annulment, by Color: Divorce -

Registration Area;12 Reporting States,
1959

(By place of legal residence. Computed on data by single years of age, Medians
based on fewer than 100 cases are underlined. Data for white and nonwhite are
shown separately for those States in which the 1950 populations for nonwhite
formed 10 percent or more of thetotalor numbered 50,000 or more, Data were
not available for the following States in the divorce-registration area: Alabama,
Maryland, South Dakota, Virginia, and Wyoming)

AREA AND COLOR Husband | Wife AREA AND COLOR Husband Wife
TOPAL = ~m —mse = m rm e e 34.2 30.9 33.6 30.4
35.4 30.4
34.6 50.9
White——mn- 34.0 30.7 3¢.1 29.8
Nonwhite-- 36.4 33.0 33.9 30.6
35.9 32.2
Alaskaearmemeeere——. 35.5 31.0 35.4 32.¢
Whitem—wu- 36.0 3l.4 35.2 3z2.2
Noowhite-- 32.0 29.7 Nonwhite-- 38.3 35.2
Georglacanmmencaananw 32.9 29.4 || Tennesseewmm—meracann. 32.9 29.6
White~ammn 32.2 28.8 White-ww- 32.5 29.1
Nonwhite-- 36.3 32,3 Nonwhite-- 35.8 32.5
Idaho ~cmmem o ————e 3.1 29.6 || UtAhmmememmmemmmeemee 32.0 28.0
TOWB o st e s e e 32.9 29.4 || Wisconsin--—e—memcaea 33.3 32.5

Table 2-V. Median Age of Husband
and of Wife at Time of Divorce or

Annulment of First Marriage or
Remarriage: Divorce -Registration
Area, 10 Reporting States, 1959

(By place of legal residence. Computed on data by single years of age. Data were
not available for the following States in the divorce-registration area: Alabama,
Maryland, Nebraska, South Dakota, Virginia, Wisconsin, and Wyoming)

HUSBAND-—-MEDLAIT AGE WIFE--MEDIAN AGE
AT TIME COF DECREE AT TIME OF DECREE
AREA
First First
marriage Remarriasge marriege Remurriage
TOTAL: 31.2 40,9 27.8 37.2
Alaska 30.1 41.5 25.2 36.9
Georgia 29.8 40.2 26.5 36.0
Ideh 29.7 39.1 25.5 35.0
Towa 29.5 39.8 26.0 37.1
Kensas 30.0 41.5 26.5 37.4
Montana 30.3 39.6 25.4 37.4
QOrego: 31.0 42.3 27.6 38.3
Pennsylvenifieesmemnmmemc—— e 34.2 43,6 31.1 39.6
T 30.2 39.8 26.7 36.1
Utah 29.6 39.8 26.2 36.3
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Table 2-W. Percentage Distribution of Divorces and Annulments by Color
of Husband and of Wife: Divorce-Registration Area, 12 Reporting States, 1959

(By place of legal residence. Data were not available for the following States in the divorce-registration area: Alabama, Maryland, South Dakota, Virgwinia, and Wyoming)

HUSBAND WIFE

AREA (‘olor Color

Total Ahite Nonwhite not Totual White | Nonwhite not
stuted stated
S R e e e L0 7.5 6.8 0.7 1ud.¢ 72.5 6.8 20.7
Alaska--—- - 10 48.9 8.7 42.9 100.0 46.8 10.2 43.0
Gecrgla 1900 44.9 8.8 48.2 100,08 44,9 8.9 48.2
Idaho 1o 84.3 1.8 1z.3 100.¢ 86.7 1.7 11.6
OB e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e Lo 7.2 2.4 (XY 100.0 96.8 2.5 0.7
Kansas=--- - 1o 68.3 7.1 24.1 10,0 62.0 €.9 24.1
Montunda=--- Loy T6.0 2.3 19.7 1.0 78.¢ £.3 19.7
Nebraska---- ———— Lo 42.4 2.6 55,9 1ov,7 42.4 G.9 56.7
Oregon 1w 6L.1 2.5 82,7 1009 65.2 2.2 32.7
Pennsylveni 1 0 1.4 7.1 21.% REV.SRV] 71.2 7.1 2.6
Tennessee-—— - oo 8t .4 4.1 .S 00,7 85.4 14.1 Q.5
Utan--- Lo * . 1.4 [ loo, u3.8 1.8 4.4
WL 8 OO L e o e e e e e e e e e e e 1 yZ.e ) 1.5 PRI v2.3 8.0 1.8

Table 2-X. Percentage Distribution of Divorces and Annulments by Legal
Grounds for Decree: Divorce-Registration Area, 16 Reporting States, 1959

(By place of legal residence. Data were not available for one State in the divorce-registration area, Maryland)

LESAL GRCJNDG FOR DICTRF?
AKREA Total fonvic-
. . Deosr- | Drunken- . Non- Under 2 Not
Adultery | Bigamy L??To! Cru=liy t1on ness Fraad Insin.ty suppert age Other stated
ST
TOTAL. me.o 1.2 W .€ Ll.€ 2322 1.2 0.z 0,1 4.1 0.1 13.1 4.1
Alabama 1000 2.7 . PRy ©1.6 il.4 . ol 0.2 0.9 0.7 0.9
Aleska 10,0 Sl : o 7.6 4 P I 1.c o 86.3 0.1
Georgla-- 10,0 C.6 el [ 6.1 1v.4 (33 .1 v 0.0 0.8 13.8
Ideho - 10,0 ) u 1.6 85, 4.4 .8 Ll 1.0 0.2 2.9 6.0
Tova. - 106.0 0.7 U.d 1.4 YO L6 1. G0 G.L PESR 0.1 C.4 0.3
Kansas 100.0 V.3 1.6 ) 7.0 a2 v.B .l 2u.2 o 0.4 0.0
Montana, 1000 V.5 ). L. 8.8 N2 :.8 0.z 2.8 U.E 0.4 o}
Nebraske -- 100 . .8 1.t O €7 9 lo.o v.8 0. 7.6 0.7 .l o)
Oregon nn,u .2 ' R e 9 o ] 0.3 4.2
Pennsylvania - RGO 1.3 0.2 0.5 ] Gl 3 3 63.7 7.4
South Dakota 1000 Yoo .4 N:) 0.4 .3 1 1.6 (<1 0.1 0
Tennessee~--- 16,0 1.0 Bt thd () o " Y- N U4 0.1
Utah 100, 0.8 N N 79,4 et 9 .l 1.9 0.2 2.6 9.6
Virginig------ 100, 5.8 1.9 - " Youd n oL ' 0,1 ¢.5 0.2
Wiscensin - 1000 0.5 1.0 N 87,0 LA 2 : o 0.8 0.2 3.8 0.4
Wyoming - 1007 G v.2 .7 £.3 3.9 vl v P 1.2 w3 87.0 0
ISpecifled legal grounds closely rcluted to thosc snown wre groupes 15 1ollows  Aduliery oo .udes "inticelity.” Pigamy tn.ludes "bigamy {1llegal marriage)." Conviction
of erime includes 'ccnviction of c¢rime (psonitentiary),” "convicticn o frleny,’ "tclony,' ind  imbrisonment.’ Cruelty  includes "crnel and  1ahuman treotment," "extreme
cruelty, ' 'physical cruelty," and "violence.” Desertion includes 'construct.ve Jdeorrtisn” wnd ‘w1lt 2l desertion.”  Drunkenness includes 'habitual intemperance," "habitual
drunkenness, '"intemperance," and "intoalcation.' Fraud includes "fraud or misreprecentab_on ¢,  acts  when m.roied,” "rraudulent centract,” and “license obtained fraudu-
lently." Insanity includes "insumity at time of marriuge,' mentul incapec.iy." "uncound mind," @ ' incaratle.’  lader .ge _neludes ‘mar:1age under age of consent" and

"not legal age."
Percents where the number of divorces iwnd wnnulments granted on speciiied grounds 1ncludel 1n thie group .ormed 19 poercent or more of tne totil number in 4 State are as
follows 4laska—incompatibility, 8L.6, Pcnnsylvurii——indignities, bJ.6, uyoming—.nto-o wole indignities, 47.0,

Table 2-Y.  Percentage Distribution of Divorces and Annulments by Party
to Whom Granted: Divorce-Registration Area, 16 Reporting States, 1959

(By place of legal residence. Data were not available for one State in the divorce -registration area, Maryland)

DECTET GRANTZD T0-— DECREE GRANTED TO—
ARE4 Totul ’ Farly Al Totul Party
Husband Wit Other! not lusbanl Wife Other! not
stated stated

TOPAL wme e e mmmm 10,0 21.8 66.6 4.8 oo || Dot ashammmnm e m e Loo,u 7.1 0 0

“regon Lowy, 64.9 0 8.0

Alabama. 100,00 25.9 57.1 13.7 [ Penroylvail gammccmm e e loo,. £8.7 [} 13.2
Alaska. - 35,0 €66.7 : (30 Socuth Duhcta- lon 78.0 6] o]
Georgia 24.1 5.5 14.0 .8 TEORf bt s mmma 1o0, 76.4 DN Q.1
Idaho 2t.9 72.7 N VR - 100, 59.4 V.2 26.1
Towa 2l.0 73.3 Ll VLrg iae- 10,0 55.8 [l 0
Kunsas - z2.7 7.9 0.2 ' Wisconoin 100,00 81.7 3 Q.0
Montana. - 27.0 72.2 v.2 lyoming-—- 1o 72.8 0 0

l}"'ar'ent, guardian, cross-complainant, or both husband and wife.
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Table 2-Z. | Percentage Distribution of Divorces and Annulments by Number of
Children Reported: Divorce-Registration Area, 16 Repor’ging States, 1959

(By place of legal residence. Data relate to children under 18 years of age except as noted. Data were not available for one State in the divorce-registration area,

Maryland)
NUMBER OF CHILTREN REPORTED
AREA
i None 1 2 3 & 5 8 7 or g
more stated
TOTAL. 100.0 35.8 2z.2 16.0 7.7 3.3 1.3 0.5 0.4 13.1
Alabema 100.0 26.6 20.4 R 5.7 2.2 0.9 0.3 0.2 29.2
Alaska* o a——— 100.0 37.0 18.35 1s.2 7.8 4.9 1.3 0.7 1.0 13.8
Georgl.a 100.0 35.6 19.5 12.6 6.1 2.4 1.1 0.4 0.2 22.0
Tdeho 100.0 42.9 22.7 7.1 7.9 5.0 1.6 .8 0.3 1.6
Tow 100.0 36.8 24.3 18.2 9.5 4.3 1.7 0.8 0.5 3.9
Kensas2 e e o b e 100.0 41.9 21.9 18.4 9.3 4.7 1.7 0.8 0.9 0.4
100.0 39.9 24.6 7.7 10.5 4.3 1.8 0.6 C.4 0.4
1a® 100.0 43.6 21.4 18.5 9.3 4.2 1.7 1.0 0.4 0o
Oregon® 100.0 42.8 20.9 17.1 9.0 4.1 1.5 0.4 0.4 3.9
Pennsylvani 100.0 23.7 23.0 1l6.2 6.7 2.4 0.6 0.2 0.2 | 26.9
South Dakot: 100.0 37.8 23.5 18.5 1.3 5.4 2.4 0.4 .8 (o]
T 100.0 46.8 23.8 15.2 | 7.6 3.5 l.6 0.7 c.6 0.2
Uteh 100.0 33.2 22.4 9.7 10.1 5.1 2.7 0.8 0.5 5.5
Virginiat 100.0 43.5 24.0 15.9 7.7 3.1 1.3 0.4 0.3 3.8
Wisconsd. 100.0 35.8 23.5 17.8 131.0 5.1 2.2 0.9 0.8 3.0
Wyoming 100.0 44.2 23.7 16.9 8.4 4.0 1.8 0.2 0.2 0.7

lchildren under 21 years of sge.

Table 2-AA.

Duration of Marriage:

2pge of child not specified.

Percentage Distribution
of Divorces and Annulments by

Divorce—

Registration Area, Total of 16 Re-
porting States, 1959

(By place of legal residence. Excludes cases for which duration of marriage was
not stated. Data were not available for one State in the divorce-registration

area, Maryland)

DURATION OF MARRIAGE Percent DURATION OF MARRIAGE Percent
0.7 O —— 100.0 || 5-9 years—Continued
7 years-— 4.7
8 yeaxrs- 4.3
der 1 e i i e 5.2
Under 1 year s 9 years 3.9
8.2 | 10-14 years=—mvemream—————— 16.2
9.% || 15-19 years-w-- 9.0
8.3 || 20-24 years-———— 5.6
7.1 || 25-28 years—---. 3.1
24.3 || 30-34 yeprse— 1.7
6.0 || 35639 years-=--- 0.8
g e e L | 5.4 0.7

40 years and OvEre-=—seeeeoe

3711 dependent children..

Table 2-AB. Divorces and Annulments
by Median Duration of Marriage:
Divorce-Registration Area, 16 Re—

porting States, 1959

(By place of legal residence.

area, Maryland)

Computed on figures for duration of marriage in.
single years. Data were not available for one State in the divorce-registration

Median Medlan
AREA duration AREA duration

(years) (years)
TOTAL = e = o e 7.0 6.0
6.0
Alab, 7.6 9.1
ALasKaaree—e— e e e §.0 8.2
Georgie. e e e 6.1 T 6.1
Ideho 4.2 {| Uteh 5.4
Io 5.4 1 Virginig-=—ecarmsrcnam——e e 8.7
Kansas eewaww= 6.3 7.4
Montans, wmem— 5.1 5.1
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Table 2-AC. Divorces and Annulments Table 2-AD. Median Age of Husband

of First Marriages and Remarriages,
by Median Duration of Marriage
and Age of Husband and of Wife:

Divorce-Registration Area, Total of

10 Reporting States, 1959

(By place of legal residence. Median durations of less than 10 years computed on
duration of marriage in single years; 10 years or more, computed on 5-year
groups. Medians based on fewer than 100 cases are underlined. Data were

and of Wife at Time of Divorce or
Annulment of First Marriage or Re-
marriage, by Duration of Marriage:
Divorce -Registration Area, Total of
10 Reporting States, 1959

(By place of legal residence. Computed on data by 5-year age groups. Medians
based on fewer than 100 cases are underlined, Data were not available for

the following States in the divorce-registration area: Alabama, Maryland, Ne-
braska, South Dakota, Virginia, Wisconsin, and Wyoming)

not available for the following States in the divorce-registration area: Alabama, WIFE—MEDIAN AGE AT
: ) f K HUSBAND--MEDIAN AGE AT FE—]
Maryland, Nebraska, South Dakota, Virginia, Wisconsin, and Wyoming) TIME OF DECREE TIME OF DECRIE
DURATION OF MARRIAGE
MEDIAN DURATION OF MEDIAN DURATION OF First First
FIRST MARRIAGES REMARRIAGES marriage | NUATTIAES | L) ijage | Remerriage
AGE AT TIME OF DECREE
.0 37.2
liusband Uife Husbund Wife TOTAL 31.4 40.9 28
Under 1 year 23.2 37.7 12.6 35.8
TOTAL-= = r == mmmmmm e .7 7.8 1.6 :.8 1-4 24.2 37.4 21.8 34.2
1 23.2 37.5 20.2 34.5
Under 20 years—--c-mo-cmoaccmmmeco 1.5 1.9 1.4 1.3 2 23.8 36.7 21.4 33.5
= 3 21.5 37.7 22.4 34.8
e £.8 5.8 Lo 2.8 26.1 38.0 23.2 3.3
25-29 yoars—- 5.4 8.0 2.8 PR 4 : ’ : ’
32-34 years-- u.5 12.0 4.3 4.4
35-39 yenrs-- 12.0 16.4 b1 6.2 DEE) 29.3 40.0 26.7 36.5
) ' 5 27.5 39.4 24.0 35.3
40-44 years-- 17.3 21.4 L7 6.3 o
5 : 8 28.8 39.6 25.8 35.9
45-49 years-- 21.4 25.4 6.4L €.6
7 29.4 39.8 26.8 36.9
50-5¢ years-- 25.¢ 304 6.3 LY
5 . 8 30.7 40.3 27.9 36.6
So-58 yearsoo---- 30+ o 6.4 bt 3 32.1 41.5 28.6 37.7
6 years and over 304 34 6.2 L3 . . . .
S —— 8.2 8.7 7 bav 10-14 years 35.1 w2 52.2 39,7
18219 yeurs-- 40,5 49,7 37.5 44.9
2124 years-- 45.3 52.8 42.3 48.9
26m2) Yo rs--- 49.8 57.9 46.9 52.8
& years and over- 8.1 BU+ 54.3 58.4
Mol 3t 1t edmm e mm oo 32.4 39.7 27.4 36

Table 2-AE.  Percentage Distribution of Divorces and Annulments by Age of
Husband and of Wife by Number of Times Married: Divorce-Registration Area, Total
of 10 Reporting States, 1959

(By place of legal residence. Data were not available for the following States in the divorce-registration area: Alabama, Maryland, Nebraska, South Dakota, Virginia,
Wisconsin,and Wyoming)

HUSBAND WIFE
AGE di'\llvgtri:i-s Number of times married 132:“:15 Number of times married
and and
unnul - o Not annul - Not
ments + “ § or more stated ments + z 3 or more stated

POt e e e e e 1000 Lub 15.5 4.9 29.1 1000 49,7 16.2 5.3 28.8
Under 20 years 10,0 94.2 1.4 0.4 3.0 100.0 91.0 4.1 0.3 4.6
20-24 yeurs--- -— 10,0 87.1 6.4 2.6 6.0 100.0 81.3 10.5 1.4 6.8
25-29 years PAFEN] 74L.8 13.4 2.1 8.2 luu.0 87.9 19.3 4.2 8.5
3034 YOULS mmmmm o ——— lov,0 87.u 2.0 b.2 7.8 100.0 el.2 25.7 6.8 8.3
35-39 yeurs-—~-- 100, 60.8 23.3 7.5 8.8 100.0 54.8 27.8 9.1 8.6
40-44 yourse---- S e e ——— 100, 8.4 25.7 2.3 3.8 100.3 50.1 29.2 11.9 8.8
45-49 years 16ks,0) 52.86 28, 10.4 9.0 100.0 47.5 0.7 13.9 7.8
50-54 yours 1no.n 47.% 30.8 2.7 9.3 100.V 43.4 3L.1 18.0 7.5
55-59 years--mm--om-- Lo 40,9 33.7 16.2 9.2 1000 36.5 37.7 8.2 6.6
B80-64 years-scmmmm—mm-au - 10,0 36.3 53.14 17.0 7.3 100.0 36,4 6.6 2.1 5.9
65-89 years 1lu.0 4.1 40.8 17.4 7.8 100.0 30.2 5.7 25.8 8.3
70-74 years — PREIGRND] €l.2 42.8 22.4 6.6 1000 22.8 45.6 27.8 3.8
75 years and over - L. 16.7 S0 28.8 4.5 1C0.0 18.2 45.5 27.3 9.1
Not staved---- —— 1900 7.0 2.0 u.5 80.6 100.0 7.1 2.6 0.6 89.7
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Table 2-AF. Divorces and Divorce Rates: United States, Each Division and
State, 1955-59

(By place of legal residence. Includes reported annulments. Rates per 1,000 estimated midyear population in each area)

?

NUMEER RATE
AREA -
. 1959 1958 1957 1956 1955 1959 1958 1957 1956 1955
UNITED STATES™ 395,000 368,000 381,000 382,000 377,000 2.2 2.1 2.2 2.3 2.3
GEOGRAFHIC DIVISIONS
f
New England 12,917 12,371 12,572 — 112,993 1.3 1.2 1.3 — 1.3
Middle Atlawti 26,028 25,229 — — o 0.8f ° 0.8 — —— —-
East North Centrel 274,408 273,662 — o — ® 22,1 — _— —
West North Central 28,755 227,001 2p7,121 228,312 229,286 1.9 23,8 21.8 21,9 22.0
South Atlanti 255,237 250,758 —— — 231 22,0 _— —_—
East South Central. 238,176 —_— ——- — . [62) - -— —
West South Central 158,039 — -—- J— — ) — -— — —
Mountadnd oo m e oo e e 31,275 30,631 29,597 30,410 27,635 (3 4.7 4.7 5.0 4.6
Pacifi 263,601 158,155 62,024 |. *56,939 156,544 23.3 3.1 3.4 13.2 13,3
NEW ENGLAND
Maine 1,977 1,884 1,908 1,926 1,960 2.1 2.0 2.0 2.1 2.1
New Hempshi. 1,049 991 1,039 1,059 1,076 1.8 1.7 1.8 1.9 1.9
Vermont 487 502 526 527 533 1.5 1.3 1.4 1.4 1.5
5,458 5,587 5,523 — 15,892 1.1 1.1 1.2 — 1.2
Fhode Island 1,049 946 933 913 827 1.2 1.1 1.1 1.1 1.0
Connecticut 2,897 2,461 2,645 2,617 2,705 1.2 1.0 1.2 1.2 1.2
MIDDIE ATLANTIC
New York. 7,691 8,670 - — - 0.5 0.5 -— — ——
New Jersey 4,446 4,316 4,665 4,891 4,844 0.7 0.7 0.8 0.9 0.8
Pernsylvania 13,891 12,243 10,859 11,553 11,160 1.2 1.1 1.0 1.1 1.0
EAST NORTH CENTRAL
ohi 22,655 21,555 22,730 21,344 22,259 2.3 2.3 2.5 2.4 2.5
Indiane 23,228 212,849 —— 112,026 1,317 ) 22,8 -— 2.7 12.6
Illinois 222,700 20,719 e —— — 22,2 2.1 — — ——
Michigan 16,168 14,040 15,442 16,228 217,676 2.0 1.8 2.0 2.1 22.4
Wisconsi 4,657 4,499 4,375 4,488 4,720 1.2 1.1 1.1 1.2 1.3
WEST NORTH CENTRAL
Minnesc 3,820 3,881 3,778 3,948 3,804 1.1 1.2 1.1 1.2 1.2
Towa 4,594 4,299 4,134 4,850 5,195 1.6 1.5 1.5 1.8 1.9
Missouri 11,824 210,747 210,861 210,993 231,351 2.8 225 22.8 22.8 22.7
North Dakota. 580 515 545 488 543 0.9 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.8
South Dakota 763 641 622 850 868 11 0.9 0.9 1.2 1.3
Nebraska 2,200 2,129 2,204 42,284 2,424 1.5 1.5 1.5 *1.6 1.7
Kansas 4,963 4,789 4,977 4,899 5,101 2.3 2.3 2.4 2.3 2.5
SOUTH ATLANTIC
Delaware 617 573 582 598 509 1.4 1.3 1.6 1.4 1.3
Marylend. 5,319 5,040 5,632 5,490 5,422 1.8 1.7 1.9 1.9 2.0
District of Columbi 1,230 1,148 1,911 1,082 1,085 1.5 1.4 2.5 1.4 1.3
Virgini 7,111 6,690 6,675 7,133 7,116 1.8 1.7 1.7 1.9 2.0
West Virginia 23,398 23,577 — — -— 2.7 2.8 - —
North Caroli 6,369 5,392 —— - — 1.4 1.2 — —— —-
South Carolina 3,034 2,759 2,788 2,751 | . 22,700 1.3 1.2 1.2 1.2 2.2
Georgle 8,609 7,975 2g,798 27,751 27,547 2.2 2,1 22.3 22,1 22,1
Florida--- 19,550 17,604 18,744 20,238 19,999 4.1 3.9 4.5 5.1 5.5
EAST SOUTH CENTRAL
Kentucky 25,888 ——— -— — m— ) —— — — —
9,205 28,908 8,602 8,410 8,342 2.6 22,5 2.5 2.5 2.5
Alebama 14,975 12,311 210,925 10,469 9,721 4.7 5.9 23,5 3.4 5.2
Mississippi 5,108 5,016 4,974 5,027 4,845 2.3 2.3 2.3 2.3 2.3
WEST SOUTH CENTRAL
X 25,617 24,948 23,500 4,973 25,113 23,2 22.8 23.1 2.8 22.9
Louisiane 23,666 — — a— — 9] — — — —
Okleheme. 213,133 112,466 312,233 112,439 212,521 5.8 5.5 15,4 i5.6 25,7
Texas 35,623 233,678 234,871 233,831 234,921 3.7 23,6 23.8 23.8 24.0
MOUNTAIN
Montana. 2,062 2,023 2,004 1,985 1,909 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0,
Idaho 2,652 2,372 2,360 2,214 2,414 4.0 3.6 5.7 3.5 4.0
ming: 1,220 1,187 1,148 21,145 1,127 5.8 3.8 3.6 23.6 3.6
Colorado® 5,900 5,700 5,100 5,800 4,900 3.5 3.4 3.1 3.6 3.1
New Mexico 22,093 22,771 13,065 12,337 12,140 ) 23,2 13.8 3.0 2.7
Arizona. 16,503 15,910 25,328 5,571 3,526 5.3 15,0 24,9 5.5 3.4
Uteb 1,336 1,259 1,343 2,217 2,060 1.5 1.5 1.6 2.7 2.6
Nevad 9,508 9,409 9,249 9,141 9,559 34.0 34.8 35.3 36.0 39.0
PACIFIC
Weshington 9,341 19,003 12,764 18,641 18,787 3.3 13,5 4.7 3.2 13,4
oreg 6,009 5,452 5,261 5,827 6,158 3.4 3.1 3.0 3.4 3.6
California 247,572 43,700 43,999 42,471 41,599 23.2 3.1 3.2 3.2 3.2
Alask 672 (s60) (552} (s83) (559) 3.6 (2.9) (2.8) (2.8) (2.7)

Ipata estimated.
2Data incomplete.
®Rate not computed.

“4Includes 16 decrees of seperzte maintenance.
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Table 2-AG. Annulments Reported: United States, Each Division and State,

1955-59

(By place of legal residence)

NUMBER PERCENT OF TOTAL DIVORCES AND ANNUIMENTS
AREA
1959 1958 1957 1956 1955 1959 1958 1957 1956 1955
UNITED STATES == —=-c-mmmmoammomm o mmomommmmmm 112,603 111,685 1,108 17,770 17,687 (2) (2 ) (®) (2)
GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS
‘New England-- - 200 209 - 1.5 1.7 - ——
Middle Atlentic- - lsilss 3,071 ——- (3) 14.6 - -
East North Central- - 551 861 - (2 0.9 ——— - -
West North Central - 326 1338 1324 1.1 1.3 1.1 .1 1.1
South Atlantic-- - 1733 1g01 -— 11.3 1.6 -— -
East South Central - teg9 - - 0.8 - ——— ———
West South Central--- - 311024 --- -—- S -—= - -—
Mountain - 594 1595 —— ——- (%) (2 - -
Pacific o - 15,728 25,380 5,254 5,187 1g.0 %9.3 8.5 ® 3.7
NEW ENGLAND
MEANE —mmmmmmm e m e e 17 11 16 8 6 ¢.9 Q.6 0.8 0.4 0.3
New Hampshire - 22 32 28 24 18 2.1 3.2 2.7 2.3 1.8
Vexmont -~ -- 4 3 3 1 7 u.8 0.6 0.6 0.2 1.3
Messachusetts- 116 129 120 - 2108 2.1 2.3 2.2 - 2.8
Rhode Island---- 12 8 - - ——- 1.0 0.8 - —— -
Comnecticut 30 26 23 28 - 1.0 1.1 0.9 1.1 -
12,905 3,417 - J— — (®) 39.4 —— - -
181 187 178 - 162 4.1 4.3 3.8 - 3.3
72 67 51 46 57 0.5 v.5 0.5 0.4 0.5
67 40 52 36 61 0.3 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.3
169 lisz -—- 350 %g1 &) 1.2 ——- 3.4 3.7
1134 181 --= --- - (3) u.7 - ——- .
162 189 198 207 1177 1.0 1.3 1.3 1.3 1.0
Wisconsin 119 129 169 - . 2.8 2.9 3.9 ——- —
WEST NORTH CENTRAL

Minnesota 59 58 46 54 47 1.5 1.5 1.2 1.4 1.2
Iova 45 s8 43 39 57 1.0 1.3 1. 0.8 1.1
Missouri 50 iy 165 270 150 u.4 IR 1.8 0.6 1o.5
North Dekota 9 14 13 1) 13 1.5 2.7 2.4 2.0 2.4
12 19 0 13 19 1.6 3. 1.8 1.5 1.7
77 67 74 79 74 3.5 3.1 3.4 3.5 3.1
74 67 45 59 sU 1.5 1.4 0.9 1.2 1.0
L 13 1n 11 3 1.6 2.3 1.6 1.8 0.6
94 96 111 93 101 1.8 1.3 2.0 1.8 1.9
33 28 L2 39 62 2.7 2.4 4.3 3.6 5.7
154 146 160 164 153 2.2 2.2 2.4 2.3 2.2
42 153 - e --- 1.2 1.8 - -— -
98 3l —— ——— --- 1.5 1.7 - —- W
69 125 117 133 Live 2.3 45 2.2 1.9 3.9
16 53 147 12y 141 0.5 0.7 0. . 0.5
187 186 167 146 213 1.0 1.1 0.9 0.7 1.1
luyz I~ - - . 1,8 . - — —
53 62 46 48 43 0.6 0.7 0.5 0.6 0.5
158 33 174 58 83 1.1 0.7 o7 0.6 0.9
25 3z 24 29 33 0.5 0.6 u.5 0.6 0.7
1ey 67 68 51 62 1.2 1.4 1.2 1.0 1.2
40 - -—- - [ 1. - ——- - -
2230 3y24 3200 3143 RYE] 21.8 2.8 31 ®1.6 1.4

689 1418 ‘274 1470 1235 1.9 (2) (2 (2 (3)
131 133 118 123 116 6.4 6.6 5.9 5.2 6.1
38 2 2) 24 37 1.4 1.1 0.8 1.3 1.5
F 18 1z 17 13 L7 1.3 1.0 21.5 1.2

Colorado 1230 1z29 197 113z l21e %) (%) (®) (®) ()
New Mexico L3y, 10 _— ——- ——— 1.7 1.4 - . —
Arizong---- 42 Lag *63 91 35 (2) (2 1.2 1.8 2.7
43 39 L . - .2 3.1 3.9 - -
66 94 . . - 0.7 l.u --- - -
98 211¢ 65 39 341 1.0 21.3 0.5 (2) 20.2
166 154 126 133 156 2.8 2.8 2.4 2.4 2.5
15,460 5,107 5,063 5,010 4,705 11.5 11.7 11.5 1.8 11.3
4 (8) (7) (11) (8) 0.6 (1.4) (1.3) (1.9) (1.4)

1pate incomplete
2percent not computed.
®pate estimsted.



SECTION 3. NATALITY STATISTICS

In 1959 an estimated 4,295,000 births occurred in the
United States. This represents an increase of about 1
percent over the figure for the previous year and is only
slightly below the alltime record of 4,308,000 births in
1957.

The increase in the number of births between 1958 and
1959 may reflect the upward trend in average family size.
While first and second births decreased slightly, there were
gains in all higher birth orders. A more detailed analysis
of the components of change in births during 1959 is
presented later in this section.

The crude birth rate per 1,000 population fell off a
little, from 24.6 in 1958 to 24.3 in 1959, after having main-
tained a level of 25.0 or better for 6 successive years.
However, the current rate is still substantially higher than
in nearly all European countries for which data are
available.

The usefulness of the crude rate as a measure of
comparative fertility is limited by the factthatit is affected
by the age and sex distribution of the population. It is of
interest, however, as a component of the rate of natural
increase—the birth rate less the death rate. In 1959 the
rate of mnatural increase in the United States was 14.9
persons per 1,000 population.! Crude rates and rates of
natural increase for some of the European countries in
1959 were as follows: 2

Crude bivth Rate of natural
rate tncrease
France--eeeemaacun 18.4 7.1
Ttaly = memm e e m 18.4 9.1
Spain m--mmmemm——em 21.8 12.8
Sweden--v-eeeeeen- 14.1 4.6
United Kingdom ---- 16.9 5.2

The highest rate of natural increase in the United States
since the completion of the birth- and death-registration

1pirth rate based on births adjusted for underregis-
tration minus the death rate based on registered events. A
more nearly exact estimate of natural increase is obtained
by taking the difference between the numbers of births and
deaths and relating this figure to the population. For 1959
the resultant rate was 15.0, rather than the figure of 14.8
shown above. The difference 1s due to the fact that the
latter rate s in effect based on rounded numbers.

2The crude rate for the United States %s based on births
adjusted for underregistration, while those shown for Euro-
pean countries are based on registered births. The compara-
ble rate (unadjusted) for the United States is 24.1.

Figures for European countries are published by the Sta-
tistical Office of the United Nations, Monthly Bulletin of
Statistics, December 1960, New York City, N.X.

FIGURE 3-}
PERCENT COMPLETENESS OF BIRTH REGISTRATION,
BY COLOR: UNITED STATES, 1933-59
(Data for 1940 and I950 are based on resuits of nationwide
tests of registration completeness. Data for other years
are estimated)
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areas was 16.5 in 1947, During the midthirties the rate was
as low as 6.8,

Most of the birth statistics discussed in this text are
based on data adjusted for underregistration. Discussions
based on registered births are so noted in the headings.
Data showing trends for the early years of the birth-
registration area include, in addition to adjustiments for
underregistration of. births, estimates for States not in the
birth-registration area. For the years prior to the es-
tablishment of this area in 1915, data are estimates based
partly on tabulations made by each of the 10 original
registration States.3

3gstimates for 1009-34 prepared by P. K. Whelpton. See
"Births and Birth Rates in the Entire United States, 1909 to
1948, " National (Office of Vital Statistics, Vital Statistics
~Special Reports, Vol. 33, No. 8, 1950.
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Nationwide tests of completeness of birth registration
were made in both 1940 and 1950. For the United States as
a whole, these tests indicated that birth registration was
respectively 92.5 and 97.9 percent complete. A detailed
discussion of the two studies was presented in Volume I
of Vital Statistics of the United States, 1950, chapter 6.
On the basis of these findings, it is estimated that in 1959,
birth registration completeness was 98.8 percent for the
country as a whole—99.3 for the white group and 96.2 for
the nonwhite (see table 3-D and figure 3-1).

Trend of the crude birth rate

Estimates of the total number of births and the birth
rate in the United States have been made for each year
since 1909. As shown in table 3-A and figure 3-2, the
midthirties separate two contrasting periods of change
in the crude rate. In the earlier period, 1909-33 the rate
underwent a marked decline, dropping from 30.0 to 18.4.
This represents a continuation of the downward trend
that had started many years before. Available estimates
place the annual rate in the colonial period at 50 to 57
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births per 1,000 inhabitants.4

The only appreciable interruption occurred in the
post-World War I period. Following a sharp drop in 1919,
the rate climbed in the next 2 years before again turning
downward to reach an alltime low during the depression
period.

The long-term decline has been characterized as a
genuine demographic revolution, related to the development
of modern society, the rapid advance in arts and sciences,
and the adoption of a rational approach in individual and
family living.? Changes in the reproductive patterns of
persons living in both urban and rural environments, and
the increasing and more widespread knowledge of effective
contraceptive methods are factors contributing to this
secular trend. The movement toward urbanization was also

4Bogue, Donald J., The Population of the United States,
The Free Press of Glencoe, Illinois, 1959.

5Grab111. wWilson, H., Kiser, Clyde V., and Whelpton,
Pascal K., The Fertility of American Women, John Wiley and
Sons, Inc., New York, 1958.

FIGURE 3-2
LIVE BIRTHS AND BIRTH RATES ADJUSTED FOR UNDERREGISTRATION: UNITED STATES, 1909-59
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a factor, since fertility is normally lower in urban than in
rural areas. However, its contribution is regarded as
minor by some demographers. The postponement of mar-
riage and childbearing during the depression of the 1930°s
was an additional factor in lowering the birth rate.

In the years since the midthirties the rate has re-
covered much of the loss that occurred in the two pre-
ceding decades. Initially, there was a slow, irregular,
upward movement through 1940. This was succeeded by a
more rapid rise during the early years of World War II,
and by 1943 the rate was atits wartime peak (22.7). Although
some decreases occurred during the latter years of the
war (in part due to the absence of large numbers of
young men from the country for prolonged periods of time),
the rate did not drop substantially. With the end of World
War II, the rate rose sharply until 1947, when it reached
the highest point in 25 years. This peak reflects the
demobilization of the Armed Forces at the end of 1945
and in early 1946, the record number of marriages that
followed, and the high levels of employment and income,
The decrease in the following 3 years was moderate. In
1951 the rate again moved upward, and then leveled off
at about 25 per 1,000 population. Although it has dimin-
ished somewhat in the past 2 years, the rate is still well
above prewar levels.,

Few demographers had anticipated that the postwar
baby boom would be sustained. During the past 10 years,
however, there has been a definite movement in this
country toward younger age at marriage and the beginning
of childbearing, as well as a larger proportion of married
persons in the reproductive population 18 years of age and
over. Also the average size of started families (those
with one child or more) hag increased.®

Age-sex-adjusted birth rate

The standardized birth rate in table 3-E and figure 3-3
shows what the birth rate per 1,000 population would be
in a specified year if there were the same age and sex
distributions as in 1940, This rate was computed by the
direct method, that is, by multiplying the age-specific
birth rates for females 10-49 years of age in the specified
year by the number of females in the corresponding age
group of the 1940 population. The sum of these products
divided by the total enumerated population of 1940 is the
age-sex~-adjusted rate.

The main value of the standardized rate is that it may
be compared over a period of years with confidence that
the observed differences are not attributable to or obscured
by variations in the age and sex composition of the popu-
lation, Factors such as the low birth rates of the 1930’s,
the large number of births since World War II, wartime
casualties, and changes in the age-specific mortality rates
have contributed to chariges in the age and sex distribution

GNa,t::i.o':ml 0ffice of Vital Statistics, "Fertility Tables
for Birth Cohorts of American Women," by Pascal K. Whelpton
and Arthur A. Campbell, Vital Statistics-—Special Reports,
Vol. 51, No. 1, 1960.
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FIGURE 3-3

AGETSEX-ADJUSTED BIRTH RATES BY COLOR:
UNITED STATES, 1940-59
(Rates per L,OOO population. Based on data shown in table 3-E)
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of the population. Females in the main reproductive ageé,
for example, are a smaller proportion of the population
today than 19 years ago—20 percent as compared with 24."
While the total population of the United States has increased
34 percent between 1940 and 1959, the number of females
in the childbearing ages 15-44 has increased only 12 per-
cent. Moreover, the increase in the female population of
reproductive age was due primarily to gains in the groups
30 years and over. Women in the most fertile age group,
20-24 years, actually decreased by 6.0 percent since 1940.

The standardized birth rate shows that had the age-sex
distribution of the population remained constant, the birth
rate would have risen from 19.4 per 1,000 in 1940 to 31.6
in 1959. This would have meant an increase of 63 percent
over this period compared with an actual increase in the
crude rate of 25 percent from 1940 to 1959.

While the age-sex-adjusted rate between 1958 and 1959
increased somewhat, the crude birth rate was lower by 1.2
percent. The change in the age and sex composition of the
population accounts for the difference between the two
rates.

CGross and net reproduction rates

A measure frequently used to summarize fertility con-
ditions in an area or color group is the gross reproduction
rate. This rate represents the number of daughters a hypo-

‘thetical cohort of 1,000 women entering the childbearing

pericd together would have during their lives (a) if they
were subject to a given set of age-specific birth rates, and
(b) if none of the cohort were to die before completion of the
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childbearing period.” Thus, a cohort of 1,000 women would
bear 1,806 daughters in their lifetime if they experienced
the age-specific birth rates for 1959 andno deaths occurred
before the end of the reproductive-age span. Table 3-Q
shows a marked increase in the gross reproduction rate
since 1940. The rate for nonwhite women has been consist-
ently much higher than that for white women, and in 1959
exceeded the latter rate by more than a third.

The net reproduction rate is based on the specific fer-
tility and mortality conditions observed in a specified year.
A rate of 1,000 means that with the age-specific birth and
death rates experienced in a certain year (or years), a co-
hort of 1,000 newly born girls would bear just enough
daughters to replace themselves.8

It will be noted that in each year the difference between
the gross reproduction rates for white and nonwhite women

7The gross reproduction rate may also be defined as the
sum of the age-specific birth rates for female infants vper
1,000 women of each single year of ape. In computing the
gross reproduction rates for this report, the age-specific
rates for the 5-year age groups have been multiplied by 5,
summed, and the total multiplied by the proportion which fe-
male births formed of all births.

8T0 obtain the net reproduction rate, the birth rate for
each specified 5-year age group was multiplied by 5 and by
the probability (as determined from the life table for the
year) of women surviving to that age group.
those products was then multiplied by the proportion of
births that were female.

The sum of

is greater than the difference between the net reproduction
rates. This is due to the higher age-specific mortality rates
for nonwhite women. With the relatively large improvement
in nonwhite mortality during the past decade, however, this
difference has been diminishing.

The net reproduction rate, useful as it is in describing
fertility and mortality conditions, is of limited value as an
indicator of future population growth. It does not take into
account such factors as nuptiality, marital duration, and
parity. In addition, in nations such as the United States,
which experience major changes in marriage and fertility
rates over short periods of time, variations in the repro-
duction rate will tend to be deceptively large in the light of
long-run movements of family formation.?

The general fertility rate

A useful measure of fertility is the rate representing
the total number of live births per 1,000 female population
aged 15-44 years. In 1959 this rate was 120.2, about the
same as that for 1958 (120.1), and not far below the 1957
postwar record (122.7). By comparison, the 1950 rate was

gHajn&l, John, "The Study of Fertility and Reproduction:
A Survey of Thirty Years,
Human Fertility: Retrospect and Prospect, Milbank Memorial
Fund, 1959, pp. 11-37.

Thirty Years of Research in

FIGURE 3-4
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(Rates per |,000 female population aged 15-44 years)
130 (30
120 — i20
110 — 1o
t00 100
90 — 90
80 80
70 70
L 1 1 1 1 _|
ol—lllll||1I|TIlII|llIITIIIIIIIIITH]I|||IlT)IIIIII\ITo
1910 1920 1930 1940 1950 1960




RN

NATALITY

"106. 2, and ‘during theé 1930’s it was as low as 75.8 (table

3-C and figure 3-4).

Since 1936 there has been a definite upward movement
in the fertility rate, despite irregular fluctuations during
World War I and the immediate postwar years. From
1956 to 1959 the rate has exceeded 120.0, and was higher
than any rate as far back as 1917.

CGeneral fertility and live-birth order rates for

‘native white women

Fertility rates for native white women in the United
States since 1920 are given in table 3-P and figure 3-5.
By limiting this series of rates to the native white group,
it is possible to study changes in fertility without the
effect of the varying fertility patterns of the many foreign-
born women who came to this country in the early part
of the present century.

Sharp declines are observed in the rates for all birth
orders for native white women during the 1920’s and
early 1930’s. Rates for the first and second births began
to recover shortly after 1933; third births did not do so
until 1940, and fourth births not until 1943. The rates for
fifth and sixth births remained virtually constant during
the war and immediate postwar period, but have been
rising since the early 1950’s, The downward movement
of the rate for seventh births was not halted until 1953,
while for eighth births and above, a slight recovery was
observed by 1956.

3-5

' Birth rates by age of mother and

live-birth order

Rates by age of mothey—Age-specific rates relate (a) the
number of births to mothers in a 5-year age group to (b) the
female population of the same age. In 1958, after increasing
for several years, the rates for virtually all age groups
showed some decline, and questions were raised as to
whether this indicated the beginning of a trend. An ex-
amination of 1959 figures offers no further evidence of
a consistent movement in this new direction (table 3-J and
figure 3-6). There were slight increases in some age groups ‘
and slight decreases in others, with none amounting to more

than 1 percent.
In relation to the rates at the start of the decade, the

current figures continue to provide a marked contrast. At
ages- 20-24 years, for example, there was an increase of
30 percent, and at ages 25-29 years, the rate went up 21
percent:

1959 1950 FPercent

increase
15-44 years -———----- 120.2 106.2 13.2
15-19 years —---—---~-- 90.9 81.6 11.4
20-24 years -——-~~—=-- 256.4 196.6 30.4
25-29 years --===c-m-v 200.6  166.1 20.8
30-34 years ~~-m=m—--- 116.1 103.7 12.0
35-39 years -—=m-wmem- 58.5 52.9 10.6
40-44 years ——--=——mc--v 15.7 15.1 4.0

FIGURE 3-5

BIRTH RATES ADJUSTED FOR UNDERREGISTRATION, BY LIVE-BIRTH ORDER, FOR NATIVE WHITE WOMEN:
UNITED STATES, 1920-59
(Rates per 1,000 native white female population aged 15-44 years)
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FIGURE 3-6

BIRTH RATES ADJUSTED FOR UNDERREGISTRATION,
BY AGE OF MOTHER: UNITED STATES, 1940-59
(Rotes per 1,000 female populatton In each age group)
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These changes are a function of two factors: (a) the pro-
portion of women who were married, and (b) the marital
fertility rates. Table 3-O shows the rise in age-specific
rates for married women between 1950 and 1959. There
were also moderate increases in the proportion of married
women in the reproductive ages 18 years and over. The
percent married in 1950 and 1959 are shown below:

March Mavch

1959 1950
14-17 years=~--wcaccmcmeaao— 4.2 5.9
18 and 19 years --—-ceccemeeeaoo 33.7 31.6
20-24 years--—---—cmmemeemee e 69.7 66.2
25-34 years---—-=m-cocmemoenoo 88.5 85.5
35-44 year§--mm—mmec—cmeme o 87.1 83.7

Among all women (married and unmarried combined), the
most fertile ages in 1959, as in previous years, were 20-24
years. About one out of four women in these ages bore a
child in 1959. For women aged 25-29 years, the second
most fertile group, one out of five gave birth during this
year. Ranking third and fourth were women 30-34 and
15-19 years, respectively. The lower rank order of this

10U.S. Bureau of the Census, ®"Marital Status and Family
Status: March 1959, " Current Population Reports, Series. P-20.
No. 96, November 1959.

latter group is heavily influenced, of course, by the rela-
tively smaller proportion married. Actually, the fertility
of married women is far greater at ages 15-19 than at
any other age; in 1959, 49 percent of these women bore
a child compared with 35 percent at ages 20-24, and 22
percent at ages 25-29, This percentage continues to decrease
rapidly with age. In 1959, as in other recent years, 7 out
of 10 babies were born to mothers under 30 years of age,
and approximately 9 out of every 10 to mothers under 35
years. As shown in table 3-L, the median age of child-
bearing in 1959 was 25.6 years.

Number of bivths and rates by live-bivth ordev.—Small
decreases in the number of first and second births occurred
between 1958 and 1959. These were more than offset, how-
ever, by increases in the number of third and subsequent
births. Over the years there has been a gradual shift in the
composition of births by birth order. Only 51 percent of all
births were first and second children in 1959 compared
with 62 percent in 1950, Births of fourth and higher orders
now represent 29 percent of the total compared with only
21 percent 9 years ago. The mean birth order in 1959 was
3.0 compared with 2.6 in 1950,

Birth rates by live-birth order, per 1,000 female
population aged 15-44 years, are given in table 3-K and
figure 3-7 for each year from 1940 through 1959. These
figures show that the rates for third and subsequent births
were substantially greater in 1959 than in 1950, while those
for first and second births dropped a little. The steady
increase in the rate for sixth and seventh births is par-
ticularly noteworthy. While the rates for other birth orders
were generally upward during the 1940-50 period, the rate

FIGURE 3-7

BIRTH RATES ADJUSTED FOR UNDERREGISTRATION,
BY LIVE-BIRTH ORDER: UNITED STATES, 1940-59

(Rates per 1000 female population aged 15-44 years)
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for sixth and seventh births (combined) remained fairly
stable. Since then it has increased by 62 percent. Percent
changes in birth rates by live-birth order for selected
years are as follows:

1950 1958
to to

1959 1959
First child--c-emmremcaacmaeene -4.8 -1.6
Second child ~=-cecmcmmmm e -6.2 -1.6
Third child ~-=-emmeeecccnanna- +26.6 0
Fourth child ~--cemmrccmmmc e +59.8 +2.1
Fifth child ~--ememeeem e e e +72.9 +2.5
Sixth and seventh child ~=-=-wew- +61.7 +4.1
Eighth child and over-------- -——1+22.2 +4.8

A comparison of birth-order rates for the white and
nonwhite groups during the 1950-59 period discloses the
following:

1. Since 1953 the rate for first births has been slightly
higher for the nonwhites than for the whites. This is some-
what surprising in view of the findings that the rate of
childlessness among nonwhites has in the past been greater
than among whites,™ and suggests that the latter relation-
ship may be in the process of change.

2. For the nonwhite group, increases occurred in all
birth-order rates; for the white, there were declines in the
rates for first and second births.

3. For the white group the largest relative increase

was in fifth births; for the nonwhite, in sixth and seventh. .

The base populations used in computing the foregoing
rates for birth order include all females 15-44 years of
age. Thus, they are not specific as to age and parity, and
include segments of the female population in which the
probability of having a child of specified order is very
low, or is zero. For example, ih computing rates for first
births in a given year, the population base includes females
regardless of their marital status or the number of children
they already had. At least part of the variation in the rates
for birth. order in recent years, is, therefore, attributable
to changes in composition of the female population by
parity, as well as age.

Rates by age of mother and live-birth ovder.—Table 3-N
shows birth rates for 1959, adjusted for underregistration,
by age of mother and live-birth order. These data may be
compared with corresponding figures for earlier years
to assess the effect of changing age composition of the
female population on the rates for specified birth orders.
For example, the rate for first births, taking all age
groups together, was lower in 1959 than in 1950, but the

11rabill, Wilson H., and Glick, Paul C., nDemographic
and Social Aspects of Childlessness: Census Data," Milbank
#emorial Fund Quarterly, January 1959.
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rates for first births among women aged 15-19 and 20-24
increased:

Percent
AGE 1959 1950 chenge
FIRST BIRTH ORDER
1544 years-———mmem—cmm—mm—aaa—— 31.7 33.3 -4.8
15-19 years———-—ommmmmm e 62.7 57.7 +8.7
20-24 years---- 87.8 80.2 +9.5
25-29 years 28.0 37.1 ~-24.5
30-34 years 8.3 14.5 -35.9
35-39 years - - 3.5 5.7 -38.6
40-44 years -— 0.8 1.2 -33.3
SECOND BIRTH ORDER
15-44 years - 30.1 32.1 -6.2
15-19 years - 22.0 19.2 +14.8
20-24 years . - 88.2 69.4 +27.1
25-29 YeBrS——memmmmm———————————— 50.T7 57.3 -11.5
30-34 year —— 18.8 27.8 -31.9
35-39 years ——— 6.8 9.8 -29.2
40-44 years -= 1.4 1.8 -22.2

The situation is similar with respect to the rate for second
births. While for all age groups combined, it was 6.2 per-
cent lower in 1959 than in 1950, the rates for second births
among women 15-19 and 20-24 years showed increases of
14.6 and 27.1, respectively. Here, also, it was only in the
older age groups that a decline occurred. With regard to
rates for third and higher birth orders, the increases which
occurred between 1950 and 1959 reflected gains in virtually
all 5-year age groups.

At all ages, lower birth orders were more prominent
for white than for nonwhite mothers. Data in table 3-M
indicate that first, second, and third children accounted for
more than half of the births among white women through
their early thirties. In the case of white women aged 30-34,
for example, first, second, and third births accounted for
51 percent of the total, but only 26 percent for nonwhite
women. Toward the end of the fertility cycle, higher birth
orders almost completely dominated the nonwhite picture.
For women 40-44 years of age, sixth births and above
comprised 70 percent of the total births to nonwhite women
compared with only 39 percent for white women. This
comparison may also be made in terms of the differences
in'the mean birth orders of the two color groups:

White Nonwhite

Total, all ages —~--=m——=--=- 2.8 3.8
15-19 years-=--mmmmemmmmamn 1.3 1.6
20-24 years-w-——emmm—m—m e 2.0 2.9
25-29 years§-—eemmmmemmmme———— 3.0 4.4
30-34 years---=vm—mmmemmmaeee 3.8 5.7
35-39 years--=cm=remmmmma————— 4.6 6.8
40-44 yearg-—---c—cemcomoe e 5.4 8.0

45 years and over -------—---- 6.4 9.2
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The disparity in ages between white and nonwhite mothers
is shown in table 3-L. In 1959 the median age of the non-
white mother is lower for every birth order. For first and
second births the difference is 2 years, while for third
through seventh births it is 3 years or more. In 1950 these
differences were greater for nearly all birth orders.
The absolute difference in years between the median age of
white and nonwhite mothers for the 2 years 1950 and 1959
is as follows:

Birth ovdey 1959 1950

Total meremmrm e 0.9 1.9
First-—cccmmo e - 2.2 3.1
Second---==-—mmmm e 2.0 3.3
Third--=c-ememmeec e e 3.2 3.9
Fourth----cee e 3.5 3.7
Fifth cemmemcmrm e 3.3 3.6
Sixth and seventh -~=---c—cmcmen 3.0 3.1
Eighth and over--------—cccmououuo 2.0 1.8

Parity distribution and birth rates by parity

and age of mother

The changes in birth-order rates observed in recent
years are related to changes in the relative size of the
parity group in which such births can occur (table 3-R),
and in the size of the parity rate or birth probability,
as it is also called (table 3-S). ‘‘Parity’’ refers to the
number of live children borne by a woman as of a parti-
cular time. Two-parity women, for example, are those who,
at the beginning of the specified year already have two
children, and who may therefore have a third during the
year. Thus, a factor in the number of third births during
any year is the number of two-parity women at the beginning
of the year. The parity rate is the proportion of such
women who have a third child.

On page 3-7 it was shown that the rate for second births
to women aged 25-29 years declined from 57.3 in 1950 to
50.7 in 1959. It can now be seen that this was not due to
a diminished propensity for women with one child to add a
second, but rather to a decrease in the relative number of
women subject to having a second child. Table 3-S shows
that for this age group the birth probability for having a
second child actually increased from 144.0 to 180.8. And
table 3-R shows that the percent of one-parity women aged
25-29, as of the beginning of the year, decreased from 29.4
in 1950 to 19.7 in 1959.

The parity data also throw light on other aspects of the
fertility picture. According to figures for 1959 and earlier
years, the chances that a woman with three children will
have another baby are greater, on the average, than for a
woman with two children. Furthermore, this probability
continues to increase (up to a point) with each successive
birth. Take, for example, again, women aged 25-29. Table
3-5 shows that among those with two children at the be-
ginning of 1959, 181 per 1,000 gave birth to a third during
the year. For those with three children, the rate was 186;
for those with four childrenm, 213; and so on. For women
with seven children or more, over one in three had an
additional child in 1939.
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A departure from the general pattern of increased
rates with increased parity occurs between second and
third births, The proportion of women with one child who
give birth to a second is consistently greater year after
year than the proportion with two children who have a third,

The percentage distribution of women by parity shown
in table 3-R provides some insight into the change in
family size over the last two decades. Among women 30-34
years of age, a decline has occurred in the relative number
of women who have only one child, while the proportion
with three children or more has increased from 24.6
percent in 1940 to 43.0 percent in 1959. There has also been
a decline in the percent of women who are childless in all
age groups:

1959 1940  Fereem

decrease
15-44 years —=—-—=w—-- 34.3 49.2 30.3
15-19 years -—-—-—--—--- 91.7 94.9 3.4
20-24 years —--—--=wmwmm- 46.3 67.2 31.1
25-29 years —-----—-—-—~ 19.9  43.7 54.5
30-34 years -—-em=—=e—maa- 14.5 30.2 52.0
35-39 years ~--m—-—mmw-n 12.0 229 47.6
40-44 years ---—-------- 17.8  20.2 11.9

Among women aged 40-44 years, now reaching the end of
their reproductive span in 1959, nearly one out of five are
childless, but it is clear from the foregoing data that this
proportion will be considerably smaller in the cohorts
which follow. At ages 35-39 years it is already down to
12 percent.

Changes in family size can also be described in terms
of the average number of children born alive to women of
specified ages. These data give further indication that
family size is increasing. At ages 35-39 years the mean
was 2.5 in 1959 compared with 2.0 in 1950. The mean
numbers of children for 1950 and 1959 for each age group
were as follows:

1959 1950
15-19 years----=-—=mmmmmcm e 0.1 0.1
20-24 years----—----—-ccmmmmcmn oo 1.0 0.7
25-29 years-~-———-—-mmmemmmm e em e 2.0 1.4
30-34 years------ccmcmmmmmmmee e 2.4 1.9
35-39 years-----c-e--mcmmmmmememeem 2.5 2.0
40-44 years--—wrm—-mme—mmmmoe e 2.3 2.1

Birth rates by age of father

Marked changes in the fertility pattern by age of
father have occurred in the past two decades. In 1940

‘the rate for men 30-34 years was 24 percént higher than

that for the 20-24 year group; in 1950 the rates for these
two groups were about the same; and in 1959 the situation
was reversed. The rate for those in their early twenties
was 26 percent higher than that for men in their early
thirties.

A comparison of the age-specific rates between 1950
and 1959 shows increases for each group through age 39.
The amount of increase was largest in the younger age



NATALITY

groups, and varied inversely with age:

3-9

variables has not been prepared for 1959, sex ratios by

' Percent, age of mother and birth order have been computed:
1959 1950 change
|15-54 years -=———-memen 96.4 87.0 +10.8
IIVE-BIRTH ORDER
15-19 yearg ~=mm=mmmaeam 21.4 14.2  +50.7 O o | Total —
d
20-24 years —==-=rmmmm-- 197.6 142.0 +39.2 ist 2a 3 4th sth | on "
25-29 years --—~-—=--—-= 233.7 186.7 +425.2
TOTAL;,
30-34 years ------------ 157.1 1419 +10.7 AIL AgES-| 2,080 || 1,08¢] 1,051 1,08| 1,0¢2| 1,000] 2,080
35-39 years ~———-———c=ww 90.9 87.2 +4.2
40-44 years -—---------- 445 451  -13 a0 veems- | Low || Lose| nosol Low| nosr) o) L
* ‘ M 20-24 years---
45-49 years ------------ 178 19.6  -9.2 2529 yeers_- | 1,080 || Loss| Los Loso| Loso| Lo | 105
-34 yearse-- -
50-54 years —-——==m=we-- 6.5 7.5 -=13.3 35.39 yeavs-— | 1,040 ||"*1,083| 1,050| 1,0¢0| 1,00 | IL,01a| T,0ms
55 years and over _ 1.1 1.4 _21.4 40-44 years--- | 1,021 g90| 1,032| 1,000| 1,018 1,022 1,027
White, all
In' the foregoing table, the rates for the 15-54-year group 8ges~--==-- 1,054 || 1,069| 1,055) 1,052 | 1,047 | 1,057] 1,040
were computed by relating all births, regardiess of age of 15-19 years—- | 1,061 3,085 1,000 LS| 1,026) ses| 1,200
. -24 yearS---
father, to the male population 15-54 years; the rate for the 2529 yeavs—m| 1,085 || 1loss| 1,080| 1,055| 1,0aa| L,040| 1,053
X . - ——— 1,046 1,060 1,055 1,044 1,055 1,039 1,031
15-19 group relates the number of babies whose fathers Nlgyeamel Tose|l Toeo| Tloss| 1loss| 1loaz| 1oss| 1016
were under 20 years of age to the male population 15-19 40-44 years---| 1,016 9871 1,030 989 | 1,024 1,027 | 1,015
years. For all other groups, the age specifications for Nonwhite,
. all ages—-- 1,023 1,032 1,023 1,023 1,011 1,050 1,010
numerator and denominator are the same.
' et I I A I R
. - -24 years---
Births by sex \.Of child 2529 yemrs..| 1,082 Lo02a| Lo7i| Lois| Los| Loz| 1,018
- - : 30-34 years--~i 1,023 997| 1,009 1,089| 1,009 1,048 | 1,017
i i i 35-39 yearg--- 1,015 1,116 996 1,078 1,020 1,093 287
In 1959, as in previous years, malc-‘:‘ births o.utrfumb' ered -39 ze are- | LOB| LUSl el el M o
female. Table 3-B shows there was little variation in the

number of males per 1,000 females over the past-20 years,
the ratio falling within the limits of 1,049 and 1,058.

factors affecting the sex ratio. In particular, the effect of Genetics, Vol. 10, No. 3, September 1958.

12 12yovitzki, E., and Kimball, A. W., "Birth Order, Parental
Various investigations™ have been carried out as to the Ages, and Sex of Offspring," American Journal

of Human

Myers, Robert J., "The Effect of Age of Mother and Birth

age Of mOther, age Of father, a’nd birth‘ Order ha’ve been Order on Sex Ratio at Birth," Milbank Memorial Fund Quar-
studied. While the cross—classification of these three terly, July 1954.
FIGURE 3-8
BIRTH RATES BY MONTH, UNADJUSTED AND ADJUSTED FOR SEASONAL VARIATION:
UNITED STATES, 1950-59
{Rates on an annual basis per 1ooo estimated population for specified month)
30 30
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20 — o . = -l L _Jao
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1950 1951 1952 1953 < 1954 1955 1956 1957 1958 1959 1960
e Based on registered births
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Data on the sex ratio of births from multiple deliveries are
presented in a subsequent discussion on plural births.

Birth rates by month (registered births and
births adijusted for underregistration)

Crude birth rates by month (adjusted to an annual basis)
in the period 1950 to 19359 followeda fairly regular seasonal
pattern (table 3-G). As shown by the solid line in figure 3-8,
there was a minor peak in February of each year, a major
peak in August or September, and troughs in the spring and
at the end of the year. This resembles the bimodal distri-
bution observed in the years prior to World War IL*® How-
ever, in the earlier pattern the lowest rate was in Decem-
ber, whereas in the more recent period the annual low was
in April or May. Also, monthly fluctuations were previously
more moderate.

MONTH 15-18 | 20-24 | 25-29 | 30-34 | 35-39 | 40-44

years | years | years | years | years | years

JENUAY Y= mmm e m e 97.1 | 96.0| 95.9 | 98.0| 1L00.0| 99.4
February---—------ 98.3 98.0 98.3 | 100.3 | 100.7 | 102.9
March-———————~—u—- 99.5 98.5 99.8 99.6 99.8 | 103.0
Aprile—m—mmmmmeeee 94.3| 93.9, 96.1| 95.5| 94.3] 97.8
| 93.0| 94.0| 83.8| 94.5| 91l.4| 93.1
JUNE —m e e e e 99.0( 99.6( 98.0| 97.4| 96.0| 92.9
July e e 105.9 | 104.7 | 102.5 | 102.5) 102.8) 100.4
August--~——wmae—— 106.9 { 106.6 | 105.0| 103.4| 104.3| 103.2
September—————e-o- 108.2 | 109.3| 107.5 106.6| 107.3 | 104.7
October-——ee—aaa-- 100.9 | 102.2 | 102.3 | 102.3| 103.4 99.9
November-—~—awa—w- 97.6 1 98.7| 99.9| 99.4| 99.3| 101.6
December-——wmw—na- 98.1( 98.4| 100.0{ 100.3| 100.7 101.4

As shown in table 3-G and by the broken line in figure
3-8 the elimination of periodic seasonal fluctuations from
the crude birth rate series results in a smoother curve.
The residual movements represent random variation as
well as the fertility response to underlying nonseasonal
changes in specific factors.

The deseasonalized crude rates in figure 3-8 are ad-
justed for underregistration whereas the other series is
not so adjusted. Since birth registration completeness has
been very high throughout this period, the absence of ad-
justment in the one case has only a negligible effect on the
comparability of the two curves.

Monthly fertility rates both adjusted and unadjusted for
seasonality are shown in table 3-H, While in any single year
the pattern of these rates would be similar to those of the
crude rate, for use in secular trend analysis, the fertility
rate series is more appropriate.

The same general seasonal pattern was observed for the
individual age of mother groups. Presented above are monthly
indices of births classified by age of mother. These figures
were computed by standardizing the monthly frequencies

13For a detailed discussion of seasonality, see "Seasonal
Variations of Births in the United States, 1948-54." by
Deward E. Waggoner and Joseph Schachter, National Office of
Vital Statistics, Vital Statistics—Special Reports, Vol.
47, No. 4, 1959.
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to eliminate the variation in the number of days per
month, and then relating each monthly figure to the average.

Plural births (registered births)

Of the 4,244,796 live births in 1959, 87,654 or 20.6
per 1,000 were from plural deliveries. This ratio did
not vary substantially by geographic division. Births from
plural deliveries per 1,000 total-live births for the geo-
graphic divisions were as follows:

New England---------—mcmom oo 19.9
Middle Atlantic —-—-——--e-mme e 21.0
East North Central ~==e-mccocmmmwmmem e 21.0
West North Central---—-—e-eommmmmmm e 20.1
South AtlantiC-==e==cmem e 20.8
East South Central ——-—comcmmmmm e 21.2
West South Central -~---ccmcmmmmmc oo 20.8
MOUNLAIn ~ == — e e e 18.1
Pacific--~==ccmmmm e e 20.5

However, on a State basis it ranged from a low of 13.6 in
Nevada to a high of 23.7 in Mississippi and Arkansas.

It will be noted that the foregoing data are in terms of
the number of babies from plural deliveries, rather than
the number of confinements. Data of the latter type require
the matching of birth records, and this operation was not
carried out in 1959,

Current data indicate that there were relatively more
plural births in the nonwhite group than in the white—2.7
percent and 2.0, respectively. This is consistent with
findings based on confinement data for previous years,
and is due to the predominance of Negroes in the nonwhite
group. Orientals have the lowest twinning rate, whites
next, and Negroes the highest, For both race groups, the
sex rdtio was higher in single than in plural deliveries:

Single Plural

deliveyies deliveries
White---mmm e 1,055 1,020
Nonwhite-----~ccmcuceua- 1,024 1,002

This may be explained by the greater fetal loss among plural
births, in combination with the fact that fetal-death rates
are highest among males. .

The median weight for births from plural deliveries
(2,450) is over 800 grams less than for births from single
deliveries (table 3-Z). This size difference is due to the
generally earlier termination of multiple births and the
relatively unfavorable nutritional environment twins suffer
during the gestation period.*

The relative frequency of multiple births increased
with age of mother up to ages 35-39. This situation holds
true for both the white and nonwhite groups. Plural births

14guttmacher, Alan F., Pregnancy and Birth, The Viking
Press, New York City, 1957, p. 277.
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per 1,000 total-live births by age of mother are shown
below. '

Total  White  Nonwhite

15-44 years ~=—wme-m- 20.6 19.5 27.0
15-19 years ——-=—-mmween ©12.4 11.9 14.3
20-24 years ~—--==mce-= 17.1 15.9 23.7
25-29 years --c---~em—- 21.5 20.2 29.8
30-34 years ~--wmmmeemn - 27.7 25.9 38.4
35-39 years —mmm-mmmmen 31.0 29.3 41.5
40-44 years —we——mweemm 23.6 22.4 30.4
45 years and over —----- 10.7 9.3 16.6

Research into the factors associated with twinning has shown
that birth order as well as age of mother is a significant
variable.®

Bttendant at birth (registered births]

In 1959, 96 births out of every 100 were delivered in
hospitals compared with 56 percent in 1940. This striking
increase is believed to be at least partly responsible for
the substantial declines in infant and maternal mortality
that also took place during these years. The trend in hos-
pital utilization for obstetrical care is characterized by a
fairly rapid rise through the midforties and a more gradual

FIGURE 3-9

PERCENT OF TOTAL REGISTERED LIVE BIRTHS OCCURRING IN HOSPITALS,
BY COLOR: UNITED STATES, 1940-59
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15Yerusha1my, J. and Sheerar, S. E., "The Relation of
Order of Birth and Age of Parents to the Frequency of Like-
Sexed and Unlike-Sexed Twin Deldiveries," Human Biology,
February 1940. .

McArthur, Norma, "The Relative Aetiologlecal Effects of
Maternal Age and Parity in Binovular Twinning," Adnnals of
Eugenics, Vol. 18, 1954.
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increase since (table 3-T and figure 3-9). The in-hospital
movement has been accompanied by a marked decrease in
the proportion of births delivered by nonphysicians. Only
2.3 percent of births were nonmedically attended in 1959,
whereas in 1940, the figure was 9.3 percent.

The proportion of white births delivered in hospitals is
now close to 100 percent, and this has been accomiplished
over a’relatively short span of years. As recently as 1940
only three out of five white births occurred in hospitals.
However, during the war years considerable progress was
made, and by 1948 the proportion had risen to 90 percent.
It has since continued to increase, and in 1959, stood at
98.7 percent. .

With the low rate of hospital utilization prior to 1940
for the nonwhite group, the potential for improvement has
been much greater. Between 1940 and 1959 the proportion
of in-hospital births to nonwhite mothers tripled—from 27
percent to 84 percent, There were also sharp increases in
the proportion of births attended by physicians. Eighty-eight
percent of the nonwhite births were medically attended in .
1959 as compared with only 51 percent in 1940. For the
white group, on the other hand, the proportion of births
attended by physicians has been near 100 percent for a
number of years.

The figures shown in table 3-T are based on tabulated
data for registered births. If allowance is made for under-
registration, the proportion of births occurring in hospitals
in 1959 is slightly reduced (from 96.4 to 95.9 percent). The
effect of such adjustment on data for prior years tends to
increase as one goes back in time.

Table 3-U shows the percentage distribution of live
births by attendant and color for geographic areas. The
proportion of births delivered by nonphysicians is gener-
ally highest in Southern States. In Mississippi nearly one-
fourth of all registered births were delivered without bene-
fit of medical attendance. In Alabama and South Carolina,
the corresponding proportions were 16 and 14 percent,
respectively. )

This is partly due to the fact that the disparity between
the color groups with respect to the proportion of medical
deliveries is greater in the South than elsewhere. In Mis-
sissippi, for example, over 99 percent of white births, but
only 55 percent of the nonwhite, were delivered by physi-
cians. Since nonwhite births form a large part of the total
in the State, this tends to depress the overall average.

Illegitimate births (registered births)

An estimated 220,600 babies were born out of wedlock
in 1959. This number is 5.7 percent greater than in 1958
and more than twice as large in 1940, the last prewar
year,

These figures are based on information from the live-
birth records in those States that require reporting on
legitimacy (table 3-W). The figures are for the United States
as a whole; that is, they include an estimate for the States
not reporting this item. However, there are no adjustments
for misstatements concerning legitimacy status on birth
certificates or for illegitimate births not registered, because
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of the present lack of knowledge about these two groups. 16

The growth in the number of illegitimate births has
been substantial both for the white and nonwhite groups.
For the latter, the number rose in each year, from 49,200
in 1940 to a figure of 141,100 in 1959—nearly a threefold
increase. For the white group, there was little change until
well after the start of World War II. Between 1943 and 1946,
however, illegitimate births to white mothers increased
from 42,800 to 61,400. Although the figure declined during
the next 5 years, it remained well above prewar levels. Be-
ginning with 1952 it again moved upward to reach new rec-
ord figures of!74,600 in 1958 and 79,600 in 1959,

The magnitude of these increases is undoubtedly over-
stated because of the differential bias in registration com-
pleteness. If the crude assumption is made that illegitimate
births are underregistered to the same extent as all births,
the corresponding increases between 1940 and 1959 in the
number of white and nonwhite illegitimate births would be
87 percent and 142 percent, respectively. According to un-
adjusted data, the corresponding increases were 98 and 187
percent.

The frequency of illegitimate births in relation to the
size of the population ‘‘at risk’’ is expressed by the illegit-~
imacy rate—illegitimate births per 1,000 unmarried women
15-44 years of age. In 1940 the estimated rate was only 7.1.
However, it has risen each year since then, and by 1959
was slightly over three times as large (22.1). During most
of this period, the changes resulted not only from suc-
cessively larger numbers of births out of wedlock, but also
from concomitant decreases in the rate base—the unmarried
female population of reproductive age.

Another measure for certain types of comparison is
the illegitimacy ratio; that is, the number of illegitimate
live births per 1,000 total live births. This ratio is not a
substitute for the illegitimacy rate. It provides a useful
statistic, however, in connection with the administration of
programs concerned with children born out of wedlock. The
illegitimacy ratio has been rising during the past 7 years,
and in 1959 it was 52.0, the highest on record. In the years
prior to 1953 it appears to have fluctuated more or less
erratically, varying within the bounds of 33.4 and 42.9.

In 1959, as in previous years, a relatively large pro-
portion of births to teenage girls were out of wedlock. The
illegitimacy ratio among the age group 15-19 years was
148.0 compared with 47.9 for those 20-24 years and 29.1
for those 25-29. A total of 47,700 of the illegitimate live
births in 1959 occurred among girls under 18 years of age
(table 3-X).

A question regarding unwed mothers concerns the pro-
portion who have had several children out of wedlock.
While no definitive answer is available from birth-record
data, they d6 provide an upper bound of the relative
frequency of this event. The total number of previous
births to the mother is stated on the certificate and, except

16Nat10na1 0ffice of Vital Statistics,
Births:
Mary McCarthy, Vita! Statistics—Special Reports
No. 8, 1960.

"Illegitimate
United States, 1938-57." by Joseph Schachter and
Vol. 47,
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for those who reported incorrectiy, none of the primiparas
could be repeaters. Even for those who report their
second or third births as illegitimate births, not all of
their previous deliveries occurred out of wedlock. However,
the frequency of such events is not known since there is no
indication on the birth record of the marital status at the
time of these earlier pregnancies.

About half of the unmarried women who had a child in
1959 stated that this was their first child (table 3-Y). For
about one-fifth of the deliveries out of wedlock it was the
second child, and for nearly 11 percent, it was the third.
These figures differed significantly for the two color
groups. The proportion of illegitimate births which were
of second or higher parity was 60 percent for the nonwhite
group, and 35 percent for the white.

The estimated illegitimacy ratio for the nonwhite group
(218.0) in 1959 was nearly 10 times thatfor the white (22.1).
It is generally believed that there is a relatively greater
understatement of illegitimacy in the white group than in
the nonwhite. This understatement, however, is probably
only partly responsible for the wide difference between the
illegitimacy ratios for these two groups.

The numbers of illegitimate births per 1,000 total
births by color are shown in table 3-V for the States which
report this item. With regard to the white group, the District
of Columbia had the highest ratio in 1959, 1958, and 1957—
60.2, 53.8, and 58.8, respectively. The ratio for the nonwhite
was again highest in Delaware (327.5), followed by Ten-
nessee (283.3) and West Virginia (280.3).

State comparisons of these ratios are affected by dif-
ferences in such factors as: (1) amount of misstatements
on the birth record to conceal legitimacy status, (2) birth
registration completeness, and (3) marital status and age
composition of the female population. The first point is
undoubtedly the most serious source of bias in legitimacy
statistics and may vary appreciably from State to State. The
second factor (underregistration) is minimized when legit-
imacy ratios are used, and considering the present level of
registration completeness, may be significant in only a few
areas.

Birth weight (registered births)

A great majority of the children born in 1959 (more
than 92 percent) weighed over 2,500 grams (table 3-Z). The
remaining 7.7 percent represented immature births accord-
ing to the weight criterion!” This group, although consti-
tuting a small portion of total births, is important because
immature infants require special care. Immaturity was
listed as the cause of death in 61 percent of the cases of
neonatal mortality in 1959,

The peak concentration of births was between 3,001
and 3,500 grams. Nearly two-fifths of the births in 1959
were at these weights. The median weight for all children

17gee discussion of birth welight in section 1 of this

volume.
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was 3,310 grams. Only a comparatively small proportion
of infants (1.6 percent)weighedover 4,500 grams. Extremely
large babies, those weighing 5,001 grams or more, repre-
sented 0.2 percent of all births.

Nonwhite babies weighed, on the average, 180 grams
less at birth than white babies. The percent of nonwhite
infants with birth weights of 2,500 grams or less was 12.9
compared with 6.8 for white infants. The proportion of in-
fants falling into the three lowest weight categories was
almost twice as great for nonwhites as for whites. At the
other end of the weight scale (4,501 grams or more) the
proportions for the white and nonwhite groups were about
the same.

Since 1950, the first year for whichdataon birth weight
were available, the percentage of immature babies among
all births in this country has varied only slightly (between

7.5 percent and 7.7). During this same period the compa-

rable proportion dropped a little amang the white group
(from 7.2 percent in 1950 to 6.8 in 1959), but the percent-
ages among the nonwhite group increased (from 10.4 per-
cent in 1950 to 12.9 in 1959). This may result in part from
the sizable reduction (6.4 percent to 0.8 percent) in the
relative number of birth weights “not stated’’ for nonwhite
infants during this same period. Another factor may be
improvements in prenatal and obstetrical care since 1950
which would tend to increase the proportion of immature
babies surviving to delivery.

Bivth weight by geographic division.—The distribution
of births by weight-varied appreciably from area to area
(table 3-Z). Among the nonwhite, the proportion of children
born prematurely ranged from a high of 15.0 percent for
residents of the Middle Atlantic Division to a low of 9.9 in
the Mountain Division. For the white group, the proportion
weighing 2,500 grams or less was, however, highest in the
Mountain Division (8.3 percent) and lowest in the West
North Central (6.0 percent).

In all divisions the percentages of immature births
were greater in the nonwhite group than in the white. The
differential between these proportions, however, varied con-
siderably. It was highest in the Middle Atlantic Division and
smallest in the Mountain Division.

Also noteworthy are the comparatively large propor-
tions of nonwhite infants in the Southern divisions falling
into the high birth weight groups (4,501 grams or more). In
other divisions, the percentages of nonwhite children weigh-
ing this much were considerably smaller and were gener-
ally lower than for the white.

Birth weight by age of mother.—Distributions of births
by birth weight and age of mother in table 3-AA show that
the percent of immature births was highest among very
young mothers (under 20 years of age). This proportion
decreased in each'of the next two age groups, and increased
thereafter. Average birth weight, however, varied directly
with age of mother and did not reflect the rise in the per-
centage of immature births in the later reproductive years.
Because of the high correlation between age of mother and
birth order, variation in the incidence of immaturity with
age of mother may also be related to concomitant changes
in birth order. This relationship has been explored in a
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study based on births in the first 3 months of 19508

As might be expected, the pattern of immaturity by age
of mother for the white group closely paralleled that for all
women. In the nonwhite group, the smallest proportion of
immature births were to mothers 45 years and over.

Bivth weight by sex.—In 1959 female babies weighed, on
the average, 120 grams less at birth than male babies
(table 3-AA). When the full distribution of births by weight is
éxamined, it is evident that the differences in the weight
distributions of male ‘and female infants began at weight
group 1,501-2,000 grams. Greater percentages of female
than male births occurred at all weights from 1,501 to 3,500
grams. In view of the generally lower weight of female in-
fants it is possible that the norms may differ between the
sexes, If so, determining prematurity by a single weight
criterion alone results in an overstatement of prematurity
for females and an understatement for males.

' Births by residence status (registered births)

A birth in 1959 is classified as ‘‘nonresident’” if it did
not occur in the urban place of 10,000 or more, or cities
of 2,500 to 10,000 as agroup' within the same county, or the
rural part of the county in which the mother usually resided.
Of the 4,244,796 live births registered in the United States in
1959, 47 percent were nonresident. Many of this group
undoubtedly were to mothers who lived in the rural area
of one county but gave birth in hospitals in a city of the
same county or in another county of the same State. Only a
small percentage of the nonresident births involved the
crossing of State lines.

A°summary of births in 1959 by place of occurrence
and by place of residence is given for each State in table
3-AB. The total amount of intrastate and interstate move-
ment for individual States is indicated. This table also
shows the number of births to residents of each State oc-
curring in other areas, and the total number of births to
residents regardless of place of occurrence.

Crude birth rates by State

In 1959 as in previous years, the crude birth rate
varied substantially from State to State, New Mexico, which
in the past has generally had the highest rate, again ranked
first, with 35.8 births per 1,000 population. Alaska ranked
second, with a rate of 34.6. Of the remaining States, the
rates for 22 were from 25.0 to 29.9, and for 26, from 20.0
to 24.9.

Birth rates are generally lowest in the New England
and Middle Atlantic Divisions, and highest in the Southern
and Mountain Divisions. However, there is considerable
variability within some of these groups. For example, in
1959 Oregon had the lowest rate in the United States, 20.9;
the rates for the two contiguous States, California and

18yational 0ffice of Vital Statistics, "Weight at Birth
and Survival of Newborn, by Age of Mother and Total-Birth
Order: United States, Early 1950, " by Jeanne Loeb, Vital
Statistics—Special Reports, Vol. 47, No. 2, 1958.
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Washington, were 24.7 and 23.4, respectively. While the
difference in rates among the States is still sizable, it is
less than in former years. In 1940, for example, the coef-
ficient of variation with regard to State rates was 20.7 per-
cent compared with 11.2 percent for 1959.'® This change
has resulted from the marked increases since 1940 in the
low rate areas:

PERCENT CHANGE

AREA 1959 | 1950 | 1940 1940 | 1950 | 1940

to to to
1959 195¢ | 1950

UNITED STATES-~-- | 24.3 | 24.1| 19.4 | +25.3 | +0.8 | +24.2
New England———ee—e——— 23.2 | 21.0 15.9 | +45.9 | +10.5 | +32.1
Middle Atlantic-—-—-- 22.0 | 20.7) 15.6 | +41.0| +6.3 | +32.7
East North Central--- [ 24.3 [ 23.7 § 17.7| +37.3| +2.5]| +33.9
West North Central--- | 24.4 | 24.0[ 18.4 | +32.6 ] +1.7| +30.4
South Atlanticew--——- 25.0 1 26.3 | 24.1| +3.7| -4.9| +9.1
East South Central--- | 25.4 | 27.5| 25.4 0| -7.68| +8.3
West South Central--- | 26.6 | 27.3 | 23.8 | +11.8| -2.6 | +14.7
Mountain--——c—mmme——— 28.3 28,8 24,0 +17.9| -1.7] +20.0
Pacific-mmmae e 24,3 | 23.5| 16.6 | +46.4 | +3.4 | +41.8

The number of births (adjusted for underregistration),
by color, foreach division and State, 1956-59, are shown in
table 3-AC.

Births to rural farm residents (registered births)

Interest expressed by various consumer groups in vital
statistics by farm residence led to the introduction of an
item to collect such information in the 1956 revision of the
standard certificates of live birth and death.? This year,
for the second time, summary totals of births to rural
farm residents are being published.

A limitation of the farm-residence data from vital
records is that no special criteria are set forth to define a
‘‘farm.’’ The informant is expected to reply on the basis
of her own judgment. This rule was the same as that used
by the U.S. Bureau of the Census at the time the item was

rpe coefficient of variation is the ratio of the stand-
ard deviation for the series to the arithmetic mean for the
same series, expressed as a percent.

zoBeale, Calvin L.. "Farm Population as a Useful Demo-
graphic Concept, " Agricultural Economic Research, Vol. IX,
No. 3, July 1957.

INTRODUCTION

introduced, and it was expected that comparable data would
be obtained in both the enumeration and registration
processes.

Information is now needed as to the nature and con-
sistency of interpretation with which the item is being
filled out. As a minimum, it is important to know the
extent to which the item is being ignored in completing
the certificate. The data presented in this section are
designed to throw light on the latter question. Because of
this focus, the figures are shown by State of occurrence.

Farm-residence data are shown in tables 3-AE and 3-AF
for 34 of the 36 States with certificate forms containing this
check-box item in 1959.21A1though these forms were in gen-
eral use, some local areas evidently continued to register
births on forms from which the item was absent. Normally
this occurs because residual supplies of the old form have
not been depleted. In the case of Maryland, the largest city,
Baltimore, uses a certificate which differs from that for
the rest of the State in that it does not contain the farm-
residence item. Therefore, for this State and one other
where the proportion of birth records without the check-
box item was 11 percent or more of the total rural births,
farm-residence data are excluded to ensure greater com-
parability.

The figures shown in these tables are limited to births
to rural residents, that is, those to whom the farm-resi-
dence question was applicable, Table 3-AF is further
limited to events registered on certificate forms con-
taining the farm-residence item. According to the dis-
tribution in this table, 12 percent of the birth records in
this group did not contain an answer to the farm question.
This proportion varied considerably from State to State,
ranging' from as high as 48 percent in the District of
Columbia, to close to zero in California and North Dakota.

There is little indication that any significant improve-
ment has been made in the reporting of this item since
1958. A comparison of the 32 States for which data are
available for both years shows that the nonresponse rate
decreased only slightly—from 13.1 to 12.3. Individually,
12 States and the District of Columbia had an increase in.
this rate, 18, a decrease, and 1, no change.

Birth records without a farm item, or with the item
not checked, represented 13 percent of total rural births
for the 34 areas combined, and close to 50 ﬁercent in some
of the States individually.

21See table 1-A in section 1 of this volume.
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Table 3-A. Registered Live Births, Live Births Adjusted for Underregistra-
+ tion, and Birth Rates, by Color: Birth-Registration States, 1915-32, and
United States, 1909-59

(Data refer only to births occurring within the specified area. Rates per 1,000 population residing in area for specified group, except as noted. Rates for 1940 and 1950
based on population enumerated as of April 1, for all other years estimated as of July 1}

REGISTERED BIRTHS BIRTHS ADJUSTED FOH UNDERREGISTRATION®
TEAR Total White Ngnwhite Total White . *  Nonwhite
Number Rate® Number Rate! Number Rate? Number Rate® Number Rete® Number Rate®
UNITED STATES® 4 UNITED STATES®
19595 4,244,798 24.1 3,597,430 23.0 647,366 32.7 | 4,295,000 24.3 3,622,000 23.1 673,000 3.0
19585 4,203,812 2¢.3|| 3,572,306 25.2 631,506 32.8 | 4,255,000 26.6 || 3,598,000 23.4 657,000 34.2
19575 4,254,764 25.0|| 3,621,456 23.8 633,528 33.8 | 4,308,000 25,5 || 3,648,000 24,1 660,000 35,2
19565. 4,163,090 24.9 3,545,350 23.8 617,740 33.9 | 4,218,000 25.2 3,573,000 24.0 645,000 35.4
1955 4,047,295 24,6} 3,458,248 23.6 588,847 33.1 | 4,104,000 25.0 || 3,488,000 25.8 617,000 32,7
19545 4,017,362 2¢.9|| 3,425,630 23.9 573,732 33.2 | 4,078,000 25.5 || 3,475,000 24.1 605,000 34.9
18535 3,902,120 24.6|| 3,386,772 23.7 545,348 32.3 | 3,965,000 25.0 || 3,389,000 24.0 | 575,000 3.1
19525 3,846,966 2¢.7|| 3,322,658 23.9 524,328 31.8 | 3,913,000 25.1 || 3,358,000 24,1 555,000 33.6
19515, 3,750,850 24.5 3,237,072 23.8 513,778 31.8 { 3,823,000 24.9 3,277,000 23.9 546,000 33.8
1950 3,554,149 23.6|| 3,063,627 22.7 490,522 31.1 | 3,632,000 24.1 || 3,108,000 23.0 524,000 35.3
1949, 3,559,529 23.9 3,083,721 23.2 475,808 30.6 | 3,649,000 24.5 3,136,000 23.6 513,000 33.0
ls48 3,535,068 24.2 3,080,516 23.5 454,752 29.8 | 3,637,000 4.9 3,141,000 24.0 495,000 32.4
1947 3,699,940 25.8(| 3,274,620 25.5 425,320 28.3 | 3,817,000 26.6 || 3,347,000 26,1 | 469,000 3.2
1946 3,288,672 25,5 2,913,645 23.0 375,027 25.5 | 5,411,000 22,1 || 2,990,000 23.5 420,000 28.4
1945 2,735,456 19.5 2,395,563 19.1 339,893 23.2 | 2,858,000 20.4 2,471,000 19.7 388,000 26.5
1944 2,794,800 20.2 2,454,700 19.8 340,100 23.6 | 2,939,000 2.2 2,545,000 20.5 394,000 27.4
1943 2,934,860 21.5 2,594,763 2l.2 340,097 24.1 | 3,104,000 22.7 2,704,000 2z.1 400,000 28.3
1942 2,808,996 20.8 2,486,934 20.6 322,062 23.2 | 2,989,000 22.2 2,605,000 21.5 384,000 27.7
1941 2,513,427 18.8 2,204,903 18.4 308,524 22.6 | 2,703,000 20.3 2,330,000 18.5 374,000 27.3
1940, 2,360,399 17.9 2,067,953 17.5 292,446 21.7 | 2,559,000 19.4 2,199,000 18.6 360,000 2B.7
1939 2,265,588 17.3 1,982,671 16.9 282,917 21.2 | 2,466,000 18.8 2,117,000 18.0 349,000 26.1
1938 2,286,962 17.6|| 2,005,955 17.2 281,007 21.2 | 2,496,000 19.2 || 2,128,000 18.4 348,000 26.3
1937 2,203,357 17.1({ 1,928,437 16.7 274,900 20.9 | 2,413,000 18.7 || 2,071,000 17.9 342,000 26.0
1936 2,144,790 16.7 1,881,883 16.4 262,907 20.1 | 2,355,000 18.4 2,027,000 17.6 328,000 25.1
1935 2,155,105 16.9(| 1,888,012 16.5 | 267,095 20.6 | 2,577,000 18.7 || 2,042,000 17.9 ] 334,000 25.8
1934 2,167,636 7.2 1,898,501 6.7 269,135 20.9 | 2,396,000 19.0 2,058,000 18.1 338,000 26.3
1933 2,081,232 6.6 1,823,551 16.2 257,701 20.2 [ 2,307,000 18.4 || 1,982,000 17.6 325,000 25.5
BIRTE-REGISTRATION STATES

1932 2,074,042 17.4 1,822,425 17.0 251,617 21.3 | 2,440,000 19.5 2,099,000 18.7 341,000 26.9
1931 2,112,760 18.0|| 1,867,245 17.7 245,515 21.0 | 2,506,000 20.2 || 2,170,000 19.5 335,000 26,6
1930 2,203,958 18.9 1,953,163 18.6 250,795 21.6 | 2,618,000 21.3 2,274,000 | 20.6 344,000 27.5
1929, 2,169,920 8.8 1,924,475 18.5 245,445 21,3 | 2,582,000 21.2 2,244,000 20.5 339,000 27.3
1928 2,233,149 19.7|| 1,982,246 1s.a | 250,903 z2.1 | 2,674,000 | - 22.2 || 2,325,000 21.5 249,000 28,5
1927 2,137,836 20.5 1,925,585 20.2 212,251 23.6 | 2,802,000 23.5 2,425,000 22.7 377,000 3.1
1926 1,856,068 20,5 || 1,707,034 20.2 149,034 25,0 | 2,839,000 24,2 {| 2,441,000 23,1 393,000 33.4
1925 1,878,880 21.3|| 1,731,669 21.0 147,211 25.4 | 2,909,000 25.1 || 2,506,000 24.1 405,000 34.2
1924 1,930,614 22.2 1,762,872 21.9 167,742 26.3 | 2,979,000 28.1 2,577,000 25.1 401,000 34.8
1925, 1,792,646 22.1 1,644,034 21.9 148,612 25.3 | 2,910,000 26.0 2,531,000 25.2 380,000 33.2
1922 1,774,911 22.3(| 1,629,387 22,1 145,524 25.5 | 2,882,000 26.2 || 2,507,000 25.4 375,000

1921, 1,714,261 2e.2|| 1,565,446 25.9 148,015 27.6 | 3,055,000 28.1 || 2,657,000 27.3 398,000

1920 1,508,874 23.7 1,395,523 23.5 113,351 27.0 | 2,950,000 27.7 2,566,000 26.9 383,000

1918 1,373,438 22.4|| 1,269,363 22.3 104,075 24.9 | 2,740,000 26.1 || 2,387,000 25.3 353,000

1918 1,363,649 24.7 1,288,711 24.8 74,938 24.3 | 2,948,000 28.2 2,588,000 27.6 360,000

1917 1,353,792 24.5 1,280,288 24,5 73,504 24.3 | 2,944,000 28.5 2,587,000 27.9 357,000

1916 818,983 24.9 799,817 25.0 19,166 20.4 | 2,964,000 29.1 2,599,000 28.5 ———

1915 776,304 25.0 763,899 25.1 12,405 18.4 | 2,965,000 29.5 2,594,000 28.9

1914 -— _— — — — - | 2,966,000 29.9 2,588,000 29.3 ———
1913 —- _— — — — —- | 2,859,000 2.5 || 2,497,000 28.8 — _—
1912 -— — -— —— - | 2,820,000 29.8 || 2,267,000 29.0 —-

1911, — - — - | 2,809,000 29.9 || 2,435,000 29.1 —

1910 — _— - | 2,777,000 30.1 || 2,401,000 29.2

1808 — — -— - — ~- | 2,728,000 30.0 || 2,344,000 29.2 —

lFor 194146 , besed on population including Armed Forces abroad.

2pgtimates are rounded to the nearest thousand without being adjusted to totals which are independently rounded. For 1815-32, includes adjustments for States not in the
registration area; for years prior to 1915, data are estimetes based on the number of registered births in the 10 original registration States for the same period. Esti-
mates for 190934 were prepared by P.K. Whelpton. See National Office of Vital Statistics, "Births and Birth Rates in the Entire United States, 1909 to 1948," Vitel Ste-
tistics—@pecial Reports, Vol. 33, No. 8, 1950,

'For 1917-19 and 1941-46, based on population including Armed Forces abroad.

“Beginning with 1959, includes Alaska,

Spased on & 50-percent sample of births.
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Table 3-B. Redgistered Live Births and Live Births Adjusted for Underregis-
tration, by Color and Sex: United States, 1935 and 1940-59

(Data refer only to births occurring within the United States. Begmning with 1959, includes Alaska)

COLOR AND YEAR

REGISTERED BIRTHS

BIRTHS ADJUSTED FOR UNDERREGISTRATION

Males per
Male Female Male Female 1,000
females
TOTAL .
1959 2,173,638 2,071,158 2,199,000 2,096,000 1,049
19581 2,152,546 2,051,266 2,179,000 2,076,000 1,080
19571 2,179,960 2,074,824 2,207,000 2,101.000 1,050
19562 2,133,588 2,029,502 2,162,000 2,056,000 1,052
1955, : 2.073,719 1.973,576 2,103,000 2,001,000 1,081
19541 2.059,068 1,958,294 2,090,000 1,988,000 1,051
1953%.- 2,001,798 1,900,322 2,034,000 1,931,000 1,053
19521 1.971,262 1,875,724 2,005,000 1,908,000 1,051
1951t 1.923,020 1,827,830 1,960,000 1,863,000 1,052
1950 1,823,555 1,730,594 1,867,000 1,768,000 1,054
1948 1.826,352 1,733,177 1,872,000 1,777,000 1,054
1948 1,813,852 1,721,216 1,866,000 1,771,000 1,054
1947 1,699,876 1,800,064 1,960,000 1,857,000 1,085
1946 1,691,220 1,597,452 1,754,000 1,657,000 1,058
1945 1,404,587 1,330,869 1,467,000 1,391,000 1,055
1944 —— 1,435,301 1,359,499 1,509,000 1,430,000 1,058
1943 1,506,959 1,427,901 1,593,000 1,510,000 1,055
1942 1,444,365 1,364,631 1,537,000 1,452,000 1,088
1941 1,289,734 1,223,693 1,387,000 1,316,000 1,053
1940. 1,211,684 1,148,715 1,313,000 1,246,000 1,054
1935 1,105,489 1,049,616 1,219,000 1,158,000 1,053
WHITE
19592 1,846,240 1,751.190 1,859,000 1,763,000 1,054
1958* 1,833,238 1,739,068 1,846,000 1,752,000 1,054
1957% 1.859,148 1,762,308 1,873,000 1,775,000 1,055
1956% 1,620,740 1,724,610 1,835,000 1,738,000 1,056
1955 1,776,355 1,682,093 1,791,000 1,696,000 1,056
19541 1,769,246 1,874,384 1,785,000 1,690,000 1,056
19531 1,725,958 1,630,814 1,743,000 1,647,000 1,058
19521~ - 1,707,656 1,615,002 1,726,000 1.632,000 1,057
1951 1,663,762 1,573,290 1,684,000 1,593,000 1,058
1950 1,575,309 1,488,318 1,598,000 1,510,000 1,058
1949 m— 1,585,854 1,497,867 1,613,000 1,523,000 1,059
1948. 1,583,344 1,496,972 1,615,000 1,527,000 1,058
1947 1,664,618 1,590,002 1,722,000 1,625,000 1,080
1946 1,501,498 1,412,147 1,541,000 1,449,000 1,083
1945 1,232,972 1,162,591 1,272,000 1,18¢,000 1,081
1944 1,283,345 1,191,355 1,310,000 1,235,000 1,080
194 1,334,563 1,260,200 1,391,000 1,313,000 1,059
1942 1,280,711 1,208,223 1,341,000 1,263,000 1,082
1941 1,133,394 1,071,509 1,198,000 1,132,000 | 1,058
1940 1,064,067 1,003,886 1,131,000 1,087,000 1,060
1935 969,916 918.096 1,049,000 993,000 1,056
NONWHITE
f
19592 327,398 319,968 340,000 332,000 1,02¢
19581 319,308 312,198 332,000 325,000 1,022
1957%.. 320,812 312,516 334,000 326,000 1,025
1956%- 312,848 304,892 327,000 318,000 1,028
1955 - 297,364 291,483 311,000 305,000 1,020
19541 289,822 283,910 305,000 299,000 1,020
19531 275,840 269,508 291,000 28¢,000 1,025
1952+ 263,606 260,722 279,000 276,000 1,011
1951 259,238 254,540 276,000 271,000 1,018
1950. 248,246 242,276 265,000 259,000 1,025
1949 240,498 235,310 259,000 254,000 1,022
LB oo e e e e e e e e e e e e mm e mmm 230,508 224,244 251,000 244,000 1,028
1947 215,258 210,062 238,000 232,000 1,025
1946 189,722 185,305 213,000 208,000 1,024
1945 171,615 168,278 196,000 192,000 1,020
1944 171,956 168,144 199,000 195,000 1,023
194 172,396 167,701 203,000 197,000 1,028
1942 163,654 158,408 195,000 189,000 1,033
1941, 156,340 152.18¢ 189,000 184,000 1,027
1940 147,617 144,829 162,000 178,000 1,019
1935 135,573 131,520 170,000 165,000 1,031

*Baged on a S0-percent sample.
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Table 3-C. Fertility Rates Adjusted for Underregistration, by Color:
United States, 1909-59

(Data refer only to births occurring within the United States. Beginning with 1959, includes Alaska. Rates per 1,000 female population aged 15-44 years inspecified group,
enumerated as of April 1 for 1940 and 1950 and estimated as of July 1 for all other years. Rates for 1909-34 based on estimates of births prepared by P.K. Whelpton;
see table 3-A) ’

YEAR Total White Nonwhite YEAR Total White Nonwhite

1959% 120.2 114.6 183.0 (] 19 76.3 73,7 97.3
19582 120.1 114.8 16L.2 || 193: 81.7 79.0 103.0
19571 122.7 117.4 163.4 || 1931. 84.6 . 82.4 102.1
1956* 120.8 115.6 161.0[| 1930 g89.2 87.1 105.9
1955, 118.0 113.2 155.1 || 1829 89.3 87.3 106.1
19541 117.6 13.1 152.9 || 1828 93.8 91.7 11L.0
19532 114.7 110.6 147.0|| 1927 99.8 97.1% 121.7
1958t 13.5 109.8 145.1 1 1926 102.8 99.2 130.3
1951 1.3 107.4 141.2}| 1925 106.6 103.3 134.0
1950. 106.2 102.3 137.3]| 1924 110.9 107.8 135.6
1949, 107.1 103.6 135.1 (| 1923 110.5 108.0 130.8
1948 107.3 104.3 131.6(| 1922 1.2 108.8 130.8
1947 115.3 111.8 125.9}| 1921 119.8 117.2 140.8
1946 101.9 100.4 113.9 || 1920 y 117.8 115.4 137.5
1945 85.9 83.4 106.0}| 1918 111.2 _— —
1944 88.8 86.3 108,5 || 1918 119.8 —— _—
1943 94.3 92.3 133.0| | 1917 12L..0 — ——
1942 21.5 89.5 107.6 |} 1916 123.4 121..8 -—
1941. 83.4 80.7 105.4 || 1915 125.0 123.2 ——
1940 79.9 77.1 102.4 || 1914 126.8 l124.6 ———
1939 77.6 74.8 100.1 || 1913 124.7 l22.4 —_—
1938 79.% 76.5 100.5 (| 1912 125.8 123.3 ———
1937 7.1 T4.4 99.4|| 1911 126.3 123.6 ——
1936 75.8 73.3 95.92(1 1910 126.8 123.8 —_—
1935 7.2 74.5 98.41] 1909 126.8 123.6 ———
1934 8.5 75.8 100.4

1pased on a 50-percent semple of births.

Table 3-D. Percent Completeness of Birth Registration, by Cclor:
{ ' United States, 1933-59

(Beginning with 1959, includes Alaska. Data for 1940 and 1950 based on results of nationwide tests of registration completeness. Data for other years estimated)

YRAR ?,Total Thite Nonwhite i YEAR Total White Nonwhite
—

1959. 98.8 99.3 96.2 || 1945 95.7 97.0 87.6
1958 98.8 99.3 96.1 || 1944 95.1 . 96.5 86.3
1957, 98.8 99.3 96.0 (| 1943 94.6 96.0 85,0
1958 98.7 99.2 95.8 (| 1942 94.0 95.5 85.8
1955 98.6 99.2 95.5

1941 93.0 84.6 8z.6
1954 98.5 99.1 95.1 || 1940 82.3 94.0 8l.3
1953 98.4 99.0 94.8 1| 1939, a1.2 93.6 aL.1
1952 98.3 99.0 94.4 {] 1938, 91.6 95.4 80.8
1951 98.1 98.8 9¢.1
1950 97.9 98.6 93.6 || 1937 91.3 93.1 80.4

1936 o1.1 92.8 80.2
1948 97.8 98.3 92.8]| 1935 80.7 92.4 79.9
1948 97.2 8.1 | - 91.8{| 1934 20.5 92.2 79.6
1947 $6.9 97.8 80.6 ] 18: 20.2 92.0 79.3
19486 96.4 97.4 89.2
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States for that year; see text in this section. Based on age-specific rates shown 1n table 3-J)

INTRGDUCTION
Table 3-E. Age-Sex-Adjusted Birth Rates, by Color: United States, 1940-59

(Begmning with 1959, includes Alaska. Based on births by age of mother adjusted for underregistration. Rates per 1,000 population. Computed by the direct method,
using asthe standard populations the age distribution of the female population aged 10-49 yearsas enumeratedin 1940 and the total enumerated population of the United

YEAR Total White Nonwhite YEAR Total White Nonwhite
1959 31.6 30.3 40.8 || 1949 26.5 25.6 33.1
1958 31.5 30.3 40.4 1948- 26.5 25.7 2.2
1957 32.1 30.8 41.1 1947 27.8 27.4 30.6
1956 31.4 30.1 40.5 194 24.9 24.5 27.6
1955 30.4 29.3 38.9 1945 20.9 20.3 25.6
1954 30.1 29.0 38.3 (| 1944 2l.6 21.0 28.2
195 29.1 28.1 36.6 1943 23.0 22.5 28.7
1952 28.6 27.6 35.5 || le42 22.3 21.8 25.9
1951 27.8 26.8 35.1 11 1941 20.3 19.7 25.3
1950 26.3 25.3 33.7 1940 19.4 18.8 2¢.5

Table 3-F. Registered Live Births and Birth Rates, by Month:
United States, 1950-59

(Data refer only to births occurring within the United States. Beginning with 1959, includes Alaska. Rates on an annual basis per 1,000 population residing in area. Annual
rate for 1950 based on population enumerated as of April 1; all other annual rates based on population estimated as of July 1; monthly rates based on estimated popu-

lation for specified month)

MONTH 1959 19581 19571 19561 1955 19541 1953* 1952 1951% 1850

t

NUMBER
Annual 4,244,796 | 4,203,812 | 4,254,784 4,163,090 | 4,047,295 | 4,017,362 3,902,120 | 3,846,986 | 3,750,850 | 3,554,149
January. 343,334 344,236 316,462 339,074 328,872 331,57C 322,488 311,626 303,538 297,276
Pebruary. 322,706 319,968 317,380 324,828 306,418 302,318 296,312 300,218 262,118 272,604
March 353,192 347,378 348,378 344,912 332,407 323,668 315,122 317,178 312,820 294,038
April 331,144 326,178 331,212 308,530 309,198 305,008 286,962 292,028 295.524 258,868
May- 337,614 342,518 344,740 315,230 325,859 318,444 307,382 300,366 312,970 275,786
by 342,814 338,316 348,054 333,672 324,847 327.008 321,246 311,340 306,788 293,879
July 375,766 360,960 380,020 370,390 364,267 358,920 354,464 345,452 328,208 315,538
August 380,078 367,878 381,448 383,084 367,221 363.278 356,450 350,476 354,264 325,094
September. 377,220 378,118 377,002 374,728 761,973 358,568 347,740 343,682 328,708 315,375
October 368,198 373,820 376,254 369,734 354,304 351,858 334,202 336,136 329,166 311,905
November 345,689 346,600 348,158 343,658 33€ .565 335,140 319.966 315,148 304,302 292,497
B - 358,042 357,842 355,676 355,250 345,364 341,564 339,776 323,336 312,044 301,289

RATE
Annual 24,1 24.3 25.0 24.9 24.6 24.9 24.6 24.7 24.5 23.6
Januery 23.5 23.6 24.1 24.1 23.8 24.4 24.2 23.8 25.5 23.3
February. 24,0 24.2 24.5 24.7 24,5 24.6 24.6 24.5 24.1 23.8
March 24,0 23.7 24.2 24.5 24,0 23.8 23.6 24.2 24.1 23,0
April 22.9 23.0 23.8 22.6 23.0 23.1 22.1 23.0 23.6 20.9
May 22.6 23,3 23.9 22.3 23.4 23.3 22.9 22.8 24,1 21.5
Ji 23.7 23.8 24.9 24,4 24,1 24.7 24.7 24.4 24,4 23.7
July: 24.9 24.5 26.3 26.1 25.4 26.2 26.4 26.2 25.2 24.6
August —— 25.3 25,0 26.3 27.0 26.3 26.5 26.5 26.5 25.6 25.3
September 25.9 26.5 26.8 27.2 26.7 27.0 26.6 26.8 26.0 25.3
October. 24 .4 25,3 25.9 26.0 25.3 25.6 24.7 25.4 25.2 24.2
November 23.7 24,2 24.7 24.9 24.8 25,1 24.4 24.5 24.0 23.4
D T 2%.7 24,1 24.4 24.9 24.5 24.7 25,1 2¢.3 23.8 23.3

1Based on a S0-percent sample of births.
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Table 3-G. Birth Rates by Month, Adjusted for Underregistration and for
Seasonal Variation: United States, 1950-59

(Data reier only to births occurring within the United States. Begmning with 1959, includes Alaska.

area for specified month)

Rates on an annual basis per 1,000 estimated population residing in

MONTH 1959% 1958 1857 19561 1955 19547 1953 1952t 1951 1950

Jenugry: 24.5 24.6 25.2 25.2 24.8 25.4 25.1 24.7 24.4 24.2
February 25.6 25.1 25.2 25.3 25.0 25.2 25.1 25.0 24.6 24.1
Merch 25.2 24.9 25.3 25.6 25.2 25.0 - 24.8 25.2 25.1 23.8
April. 24.7 24.8 25.7 24,6 25.2 25.5 24.4 25.2 25.9 23.1
Mey: 24,0 24.9 25.7 24.2 25.4 25.4 24.9 24.8 26.1 23.5
ke 24,0 24.2 25.4 25.0 24.7 25.3 25.3 25.1 25.2 24,7

¥ 24.1 23.7 25.4 5.3 24.5 25.3 25.4 25.3 24.6 24.0
fugust 24.7 24.3 25.4 25.8 25.0 25.2 25.2 25.3 24.5 24.2

t 24,1 24,7 25.1 25.4 25.0 25.3 25.1 25.3 24.7 24.1
octob 23.8 24.5 25.2 25.4 24.8 25.3 24.6 25.2 25,0 24.0
Noverber. 24.3 24.7 25.2 25.3 25.2 25.6 25.0 25.2 24.7 24.1
Decemb 24.0 24.5 24.8 25.3 25.0 25.3 25.7 25.1 24.7 24.4

2Based on a 5O-percent sample of births.

NOTE.—For & discussion of seasonsl varistion, see Naticnel Officeof Vital Statisties, "Seasonsl Veriations of Births in the United States,

‘and Joseph Schachter, Vital Statistics—Special Reports, Vol. 47, No. 4, 1959.

1948-54," by Deward E. Waggoner

Table 3-H. Fertility Rates by Month, Unadjusted and Adjusted for Seasonal

Variation: United States, 1950-59

(Data refer only to births occurring within the United States. Beginning with 1959, includes Alaska. Based on live births adjusted for underregistration. Rates on an an-
’ nual basis per 1,000 estimated female populatmn aged 15-44 years residing in area for specified month)

MONTE 1959% 1958% 1957 19562 1955 1954% 1953 1952% 1951% 1950
N
UNADJUSTED FOR SEASONAL VARTATION

January 116.9 116.2 118.0 116.4 113.1 114.5 111.8 108.7 106.2 104.7
February 123.3 119.5 119.7 1is.2 116.6 115.5 113.7 112.0 109.3 106.2
March 119.7 17.1 118.5 118,4 114.2 111.7 109.2 110.6 109.4 103.4
April 114.3 13,5 116.4 109.4 109.8 108.7 102.7 105.2 106.9 94.1
May 12,7 115.2 117.1 108.1 111.9 109.8 106.5 104.,7 109.4 96.9
Jv 118.2 17.8 122.1 118.2 115.3 116.5 114.9 nz.1 110.8 106.7
July 124,7 121.5 128.9 127.0 121.6 123.7 122,7 120.4 14.6 110.8
Angust 126.8 123.6 129.3 131.3 126.1 125.2 123.4 122.1 116.7 11¢.2

ot 129.9 131.2 131.9 132.6 128.4 127.6 124.3 123.7 118.6 114.4
Octob 122.7 125.5 127.3 126.6 121.6 l21.2 135.6 117.0 114.9 109.5
November 118.9 120.1 121.6 121.5 1n9.3 119.2 114.5 113.4 109.7 106.0
P! 119.1 120.0 120.1 121.5 18.4 117.6 117.5 112.5 108.8 105.7

ADJUSTED FOR SEASONAL VARLATION

Janvary. 120.6 119.9 121.7 119.9 116.5 117.5 114.4 111.2 108.4 106.5 -
February. 1262 122.0 121.7 120.7 117.6 16.2 114.3 12,3 109.5 106.0
March 124.3 121.4 122.6 122.3 118.3 115.7 112.9 113.5 111.5 104.8
April 121.6 121.0 124.6 17.7 18.7 117.9 1,3 113.8 115.4 101.6
M 118.2 121.3 © 124.2 115.6 119.7 117.6 113.8 11.6 116.2 105.7
. 118.5 118.1 123.1 119.6 116.7 17.7 115.9 113.1 ve.2 109.0
July 119.3 116.1 122.9 121.0 116.0 117.6 116.5 114.5 109.7 106.2
August: 122.1 118.6 123.1 124.0 118.3 7.2 118.7 114.6 109.7 106.9

D 1319.5 120.8 121,7 122,2 118.4 117.9 15,1 114.7 110.3 106.5
Octobe: 117.1 120.1 122.2 122.1 117.9 1e.2 113.0 114.2 111.7 106.4
Novembe 120.4 121.5 122.5 122.0 119.5 119.7 1ns.1 114.5 110.8 106.9
Decenb 119.4 120.3 120.6 122,1 119.0 118.3 118.5 114.1 111.0 108.0

IRased on & SO-percent semple of births.
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Table 3-]. Birth Rates Adjusted for Underregistration, by Age of Mother

and Color: United States, 1940-59

(Data refer only to births occurring within the United States. Begiuning with 1959, includes Alaska. Rates are live births per 1,000 female population in specified group,

enumerated as of April 1 for 1940 and 1950 and estimated as of July 1 for 21l other years. Figures for age of mother not stated are distributed)

AGE OF MOTHER

COLOR AND YEAR T
10-14 15-18 20-24 25-29 30-34 35-39 40-44 45-49
years yeers years years years years years years?
TOTAL
19593 e 120.2 09 90.9 256.4 200.6 116.1 58.5 15.7 1.0
1958°% - 120.1 0.9 91.6 255.1 198.¢ 118.3 58.6 15.6 1.0
1957°. - 12z.7 1.0 96.1 257.6 200.5 118.0 60.8 16.0 1.0
1956°. 120.8 1.0 94.2 251.3 195.5 116.4 80.3 15.9 1.0
1955 118.0 0.9 89.7 240.4 190.8 115.8 59.5 15.7 1.1
19543 117.6 1.0 89.8 235.6 188.5 116.4 8.8 15.8 1.1
1353°. 114.7 0.9 87.5 224.5 183.8 113.0 57.3 15.5 1.l
19523 113.5 0.9 85.4 218.1 180.4 113.1 56.1 15.3 l.2
1351°. 111.3 1.0 86.3 212.0 174.2 108.3 54.1 15.3 1.2
1950 106.2 1.0 8l.6 196.6 166.1 103.7 52.9 15.1 1.2
1948 107.1 1.0 83.4 200.1 165.4 102.1 $3.5 15.3 1.3
1948 107.3 1.0 €1.8 200.3 163.4 103.7 54.5 15.7 1.3
1947 113.3 $.9 79.3 209.7 176.0 11.9 58.9 16.6 l.4
1946 101.9 0.7 59.3 13%.8 161.2 108.9 58.7 16.5 1.5
194D e e 85.9 0.8 S51l.1 138.9 132.2 100.2 56.9 16.6 1.6
B e 86.8 0.8 54.3 151.8 136.5 98.1 54.6 18.1 1.4
1943-- 94.3 0.8 81.7 164.0 147.8 99.5 52.8 15.7 1.5
1942 m e 91.% 0.7 61.1 165.1 142.7 91.8 47.9 4.7 1.8
1941 83.4 0.7 56.9 145 .4 1z28.7 85.3 46.1 15.0 1.7
1940 ——— 79.9 0.7 54.1 135.6 122.8 83.4 46.35 15.6 1.3
WHITE

1959 m e m e e e e e 114.6 0.4 8V.3 250.0 196.4 112.3 55.8 14.8 0.9
1958° —— 114.8 0.4 8l.1 248.3 195.3 112.8 56.0 14.8 0.8
19573 117 4 v.g 85.3 250.4 197.3 114.6 58.3 15.3 0.9
1956 15 8 0.4 83.0 244.1 192.1 113.3 . 57.7 15.2 0.9
1955 113 2 C.e 78.8 233.7 188.0 113.4 57.2 15.0 1.0
1854 e e e - 113.1 0.4 78.5 229.4 186.0 114.2 56.8 15.1 1.0
1853 e e e 110.86 Q0.4 7.5 218.9 181.8 111.2 55.6 14.7 1.0
28528 e e - 102.8 0.4 74.3 elz.9 179.2 111.7 54.7 14.6 1.0
o S 107.4 0.4 75.5 206.5 173.1 107.0 §2.5 14.5 1.0
1950 - - 10z2.3 0.4 70.0 190.4 165.1 102.6 5l.4 14.5 1.0
133.6 0.4 72.1 194.6 165.2 101.5 52.2 14.6 1.1

104.3 0.4 71.1 185.5 163.9 103.6 53.5 5.2 1.1

111.8 0.4 69.6 207.9 179.1 113.0 58.4 18.1 1.2

10C.4 0.3 50.6 179.8 164.0 110.0 58.4 15.8 1.3

83.4 0.3 42.1 134.7 133.1 100.5 56.3 16.0 1.4

88.3 0.3 45.3 147.9 137.7 98.2 S4.1 15.5 1.2

92.3 0.3 52.1 161.1 150.7 100.2 52.2 15.0 1.3

89.5 0.3 51.8 182.9 145.6 92.3 47.2 1l4.2 1.3

80.7 0.2 47.6 141.6 130.1 85.2 45.1 14.3 l.4

77.1 0.z 45.3 131.4 123.6 83.4 45.3 1s.0 1.6

19593 B bt 1€3.0 4.3 166.1 300.0 230.9 145.4 8l.1 23.0 1.9
19585 e 161.2 4.4 165.3 301.7 225.2 142.8 80.6 22.4 1.9
1957%. -- 163.4 5.1 170.1 307.5 224.1 144.5 82.8 22.5 2.1
1956°. 181.0 5.1 169.9 30L.8 220.3 14l.1 83.0 22.2 1.2
198G o e e 155.1 4.9 164.9 288.7 211.7 135.9 79.9 21.3 2.1
1954°, 152.9 5.3 166.5 280.4 207.6 134.0 76.9 21.4 2.1
19533-- 147.0 4.8 182.7 264.6 199.0 128.1 72.0 21.9 2.3
19523 143.1 4.8 181.4 255.8 189.5 124.8 68.2 ar.2 2.3
1951%-- 141.9 5.0 165.8 252.8 182.4 119.6 67.4 22.4 2.4
1950 137.3 5.1 163 5 242.6 173.8 112.6 64.3 21.2 2.8
1949 135.1 5.1 lez.8 241.3 167.0 107.3 83.9 21.1 2.5
1948 e el 131.8 4.9 157 3 237.0 159.6 104.1 62.5 20.4 2.8
1947 125.9 4.6 148.6 223.7 150.8 102.4 62.7 2l.4 3.1
lo46 113.9 3.7 121.9 197.3 139.2 99.3 61.0 21.8 3.5
A e e e e e e 106.C 3.9 117.5 172.1 125.4 97.1 61.3 22.3 3.7
LG o m e e e -- 108.5 3.9 1zZ1.5 182.4 126.8 97.3 58.4 21.5 3.2
BE L L 11.0 4.0 133.4 187.2 125.1 93.¢ 56.9 2L.5 3.7
1942-- 107.8 3.9 131.8 182.3 119.6 88 1 54.0 20.8 4£.0
lg4l 105.4 4.0 128.3 175.0 118.1 86.2 54.1 21.5 4.1
1940-- 10Z .4 3.7 121.7 168.5 116.3 83.5 3.7 21.5 5.2

lRates computed by relating total births, regardless of age of mother, to female population aged 15-44 years.

2pRates computed by relating births to mothers sged 45 years and over to female population aged 45-49 years.

®Based on a SO-percent sample of births.



: ' NATALITY . 3-21

Table 3-K. Birth Rates Adjusted: for Underregistration, by Live-Birth Order
and Color: United States, 1940-59

(Data refer only to births occurring within the United States. Beginning with 1959, includes Alaska. Rates are live births per 1,000 female population aged 15-44 years in
specified group, enumerated as of April 1 for 1940 and 1950 and estimated as of July 1 for all other years. Live-birth order refers to number of children born alive to
mother. Figures for births of order not stated are distributed, including births that occurred in Massachusetts, which did not require reporting of birth order)

LIVE-BIRTH ORDER .
COLOR AND YEAR Total
1st 2d 34 2th Sth Sﬂ;tim 8:;’-“1
TOTAL
1959> 120.2 3L.7: 30.L 23.3 14.7 8.3 7.6 4k
1958% 120.1 32.2 30.6 23.3 14,4 8.1 7.3 4.2
1957> 122.7 33.6 3.6 25.9 4.4 7.9 7.1 4.2
1956 120.8 33.4 31,8 23.5 13.8 7.5 6.8 4.0
1955, 118.0 . 32.7 3.7 23.0 13.3 7.2 6.3 3.8
1954> 117.6 33.5 32.3 22.6 12.8 6.8 6.0 3.7
1953* 114.7 33.3 32.4 21.8| | 1.8 6.3 5.5 3.6
1952t - 113.5 33.9 32.5 21.3 11.2 5.8 5.2 3.6
1951% 111,35 34,8 _32.5 20.0 10.2 5.2 5.0 3.6
1950 106.2 33.3 32.1 18.4 9.2 4.8 4.7 3.6
1949, 107.1 36.2 32.1 17.1 8.6 £.7 4.7 3.7
1948 . 107.3 39.6 30.9 16.1 8.0 4.5 4.6 3.6
1947 13.3 46.7 30.3 15.6 7.9 4.5 4.6 3.7
1946 101.9 38.5 27.9 14.5 7.8 4.5 4.7 3.8
1945 85.9 28.9 22.9 13.4 7.5 4.5 4.8 4.0
2944 88.8 30.2 23.8 13.8 7.6 4.5 4.9 4.0
294 94.3 34.7 25.5 13.5 7.4 4.4 4.8 4.0
1942 91.5 37.5 22.9 11.9 6.6 4.1 4.6 3.9
1941 83.4 32.2 20.7 1.2 6.4 4.1 4.7 4.1
2940. 79.9 29.3 20,0 10.9 6.4 4.1 1.8 4.3
WHITE
1959, 114.6 31.3 30.0 23.0 14.0 7.4 6.1 2.8
1958* 114.8 3.9 30.6 23.0 13.7 7.2 5.7 2.7
1957% 117.4 33.3 31.6 23.6 13.7 7.0 5.6 2.7
19562 115.6 33.0 31.8 23,3 13,1 6.6 5.2 2.6
1955. 13.2 32.5 31.9 22.8 12.5 6.2 1.9 2.5
19541 113,31 33.2 32.6 22.4 12.0 5.8 4.6 2.5
1953% 110.6 33.2 32.8 21.5 11.1 5.3 1.2 2.4
19521 209.8 5£.0 33.0 20.9 10.4 5.0 1.0 2.5
1951* 107.4 34.9 32.8 19.5 9.4 4.5 3.9 2.5
1950. 202.3 33.3 32.3 17.9 8.4 4.2 5.7 2.5
1949 103.6 36.3 32.2 16.6 7.9 4.0 5.8 2.7
1948 - 10£.3 39.9 3.1 15.7 7.4 3.9 3.7 2.6
1947 111.8 47.8 30.8 15.3 7.4 4.0 3.8 2.7
1946 100.4 39,5 28.5 14.4 7.3 4.0 3.9 2:8
1945 83.4 29.0 23.3 13.2 7.0 3.9 4.0 3.0
1944 86.3 30.4 24.2 13.6 7.1 4.0 4.1 3.1
1943 92.3 35.2 25.9 13.2 6.9 3.9 4.0 3.1
1942 89.5 38.3 23.1 11.5 6.1 5.6 5.8 5.1
1941, 80,7 32.5 20.7 10.7 5.9 3.6 5.9 3.2
1940 77.1 29.4 20.0 10.5 5.9 3.6 4.1 3.5
NONWHITE

2959% 163.0 35.2 30.9 25.4 20.0 15.3 19.7 16.6
1958% 161.2 31.8 3L.1 25.5 19.7 15,0 19.2 15.9
19572 163.4 36.1 3L.6 25.8 19.7 15.3 19.2 15.8
1956> 161.0 36.0 31.6 25.2 19.7 14.8 18.7 14.9
1955 - 155.1 34.9 30.8 24.5 19.2 14.5 17.3 14.0
29541 . 152.9 35.5 29.8 24.2, 18.1 14.2 16.6 13.5
18532 - 147.0 34.0 29.3 23.8 18.5 13.4 15.3 12.8
1952’; 143.1 33.1 29.1 23.9 18.0 12.3 14.2 12.4
1951 141.9 54,0 30.0 24.0 16.9 1.3 13.5 12.3
1950. 137.3 33.8 30.3 22.9 15.3 10.4 12.6 12.0
1949 135.1 35.4 50.8 21.2 14,0 9.8 12.2 11.8
1948 131.6 37.3 29.5 19.4 12.9 9.2 11.7 11.6
1947 125.9 38,4 26.2 17.3 12.1 8.8 11.4 11.6
1946 113.9 3.1 23.4 16.0 11.8 8.7 1.3 11.7
1945 106.0 27.9 20.1 14.7 1.3 8.7 11.3 11.9
1944 108.5 28.7 21.1 15.6 11,7 8.6 11,3 11.6
1943 111.0 3L.0 z2.2 15.5 1.4 8.4 11.0 11.6
1942 107.6 3L.0 21,1 14.9 10.8 8.1 10.5 11.1
1941 105.4 29.8 20.6 14,5 10.5 8.0 10.8 11.3
1940, 102.4 28.6 19.6 14.1 10.5 7.8 10.4 1.5

Based on & SO-percent semple of births.
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Table 3-L. Median Age of Mother by Live -Birth Order and Color:
United States, 1940, 1950, and 1957-59

(Beginning with 1959, includes Alaska. Medians computed from distributions of registered live births by 5-year age groups of mothers. Live-birth order refers to num-
ber of children born alive to mother.

birth order)

Births of order not stated are distributed, including births that occurred in Massachusetts, which did not require reporting of

LIVE-BIRTH ORDER

COLOR AND YEAR Total
1st 2a 31 4th Sth 6th and 8th and
7th over
TOTAL
1959* 25.6 21.6 24.0 27.0 28.8 30.5 31.9 35.2
1958% 25.8 21.8 24.3 27.2 29.0 30.5 31.9 35.2
1957* 25.9 21.9 24.5 27.4 29.1 30.4 31.9 35.4
1950 26.1 22.7 25.5 27.6 29.1 30.4 32.5 36.4
1940 26.0 23.0 25.3 27.1 28.7 30.4 32.8 37.0
WHITE
1950% 28.7 21.8 21.3 27.3 29.5 31.0 2.7 36.0
1958% 25.9 22.0 24.5 27.6 29.5 311 32.8 36.1
19571 26.1 22.1 24.8 27.7 29.6 1.2 52.8 6.5
1950 26.5 25.0 25.9 28.0 29.7 1.4 33.1 57.0
1940 26.5 254 25.8 27.6 29.3 3.1 33.3 37.4
NONWHITE
1959* 24.8 19.6 22.3 24.1 25.8 27.7 29.7 34,0
19581 24.8 19.6 22.4 24.1 26.0 21.7 29.6 34.0
1957% 24.8 19.7 22.5 24.2 26.1 27.8 29.7 341
1950 24.4 1s.9 22.6 24.1 26.0 27.8 30.0 35.2
1940 24.0 19.5 21.9 23.7 25.7 27.9 0.3 35.7

‘Based on a 50-percent sample of births.

Table 3-M. Live Births Adjusted for Underregistration, by Age of Mother,
Live-Birth Order, and Color: United States, 1959

(Data refer only to births occurring within the United States, including Alaska. Based on a 50-percent sample. Live-birth order refers to number of children born alive
They are not assumed to be accurate to the last digit. Figures for age of
mother and births of order not stated are distributed, including births that occurred in Massachusetts, which did not require reporting of birth order)

to mother.. Figures are shown to the last digit as computed, for convenience in summation.

AGE OF MOTHER

LIVE-BIRTH ORDER AND COLOR Total
Under 15-18 20-24 25-29 30-34 35-39 40-44 45 years
15 years years years years years years years and over

TOTAL 4,294,829 7,054 580,079 | 1,421,300 | 1,110,918 709,234 369,261 91,463 5,520
First child. 1,133,001 6,760 400,349 486,999 154,822 ° 56,754 22,234 4,830 263
Second child. 1,076,384 280 140,167 489,121 280,915 114,626 42,871 8,076 328
Third child 830,962 12 32.893 269,488 284,214 163,363 87,732 12,739 521
Fourth child 526,308 2 5,670 113,924 186,223 138,318 67,368 14,085 690
Fifth child 297,710 - 829 41,558 101,005 80,093 51,619 11,932 674
Sixth and seventh child 272,655 - 161 18,490 81,800 93,156 61,324 16,721 1,003
BEighth child and over: 157,799 - 10 1,720 21,939 52,926 56,093 23,070 2,041

Whit 3,622,216 2,644 449,350 | 1,210,687 955,530 606,840 314,815 77,930 4,420
First child 987,973 2,590 324,851 442,993 141,553 51,347 20,006 4,399 234
Second child. 948,858 52 102,235 433,976 259,653 105,669 39,524 7,442 307
Third child 728,151 2 19,553 221,092 258,745 151,528 62,887 11,866 481
Fourth child. 443,882 - 2,386 80,359 159,710 125,634 62,093 13,081 619
Fifth child. 234,614 - 281 23,770 76,830 76,513 45,860 10,757 603
Slxth end seventh child. 181,297 - 38 7,980 49,308 68,400 49,685 14,471 805
Eighth child end over 89,441 - 6 517 9,131 27,752 34,750 15,914 1,371

Nonwhit 672,613 4,410 130.729 210,613 155,388 102,394 54,446 13,533 1,100
First child 145,038 4,170 75,498 44,006 13,269 5,407 2,228 431 29
Second child. 127,526 * 228 57,932 55,145 21,262 8,957 3,347 834 21
Third child. 104,811 10 13,340 48,396 25,469 11,838 4,845 8713 40
Fourth child 82,426 2 3,264 33,585 26,513 12,682 5,295 1,014 71
Fifth child 63,096 - 548 17,788 24,175 13,580 5,75¢ 1,178 71
Sixth and seventh child. 81,358 - 123 10,510 31,892 24,756 11,629 2,250 198
Eighth child and over- 68,358 - 4 1,203 12,808 25,174 21,343 7,156 6870
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{Data refer only to births occurring within the United States, including Alaska. Basedon a50-percent sample of births. Rates are live births per 1,000 female population
in specified group, estimated as of July 1. Live-birth order refers to number of children born alive to mother. Figures for age of mother not stated and births of
order not stated are distributed, including births that occurred in Massachusetts, which did not require reporting of birth order)

AGE OF MOTHER
LIVE-BIRTH ORDER AND COLOR 12::1
¥ 10-14 15-19 20-24 25-29 30-34 35-39 40-44 45-49
years years yeoxrs yeexrs Yyeaxs yeaxrs years years®

TOTAL 120.2 0.9 90.¢ 256.4 200.6 1316.1 58.5 15.7 1.0

First child 31.7 0.8 62.7 B87.8 28.0 9.3 3.5 0.8 0.0
Second. child 30.1 0.0 22.0 88.2 50.7 18.8 6.8 1.4 0.1
Third child 23.3 0.0 5.2 48.6 51.3 26.7 10.7 2.2 0.1
Fourth child 14.7 0.0 0.9 20.5 33.6 22.8 10.7 2.4 0.1
Fifth child 8.3 [} 0.1 7.5 is.2 4.8 8.2 2.0 0.l
Sixth and seventh child. 7.6 [»] 0.0 3.3 14.8 15.3 2.7 2.9 0.2
Eighth child and over 4.4 o 0.0 0.3 4.0 8.7 8.9 4.0 0.4
Whit 114.6 0.4 80.3 250.0 196.4 12.3 55.8 14.8 0.9
Firat child BL.3 0.4 58.0 81.5 29.1 8.5 3.5 .8 o™
Secend child. 30.0 0.0 18.3 89.6 53.4 19.6 7.0 1.4 0.1
Third child 23.0 0.0 3.5 45.7 55.2 28.0 11.1 2.3 0.1
Fourth' child 14.0 [} 0.4 16.6 32.8 23.2 11.0 2.5 0.2
Fifth child 7.4 0 0.1 4.9 15.8 1.2 8.1 2.0 0.1l
Sixth and seventh child 6.1 [} 0.0 1.6 10.3 12.7 8.8 2.8 0.2
Eighth child and over 2.8 0 0.0 0.1 1.9 5.1 6.2 3.0 0.3
Nonwhit 163.0 4.3 166.1 300.0 230.9 145.4 8L.1 23.0 1.9
First child 35.2 4.1 95.9 62.7 19.7 7.7 3.3 0.7 0.1
Second child. 30.9 0.2 48.2 78.6 3L.6 12.7 5.0 1.1 0.0
Third child. 5.4 0.0 17.0 68.9 37.8 16.8 7.2 1.5 0.1
Fourth child 20.0 0.0 4.2 47.8 39.4 18.0 7.9 1.7 0.1
Fifth child 15.3 (o} 0.7 25.3 35.9 19.3 8.6 2.0 0.1
Sixth and th child 19.7 0 0.2 15.0 47.4 35.2 17.3 3.8 0.3
Elghth child and over. 16.6 o 0.0 1.7 19.0 35.8 31.8 12.1 1.2

1Rates computed by relating totel births, regardless of age of mother, to femsle population

2Rates computed by relating births to mothers sged 45 years and over to femele populetion sged 45-49 years.

aged 15-44 years.

Table 3-O. Birth Rates Adjusted for Underregistration, by Age of Mother,

for Married Women: United States, 1950-59

(Data refer only to births occurring within the United States. Beginning with 1959, includes Alaska. Rates are legitimate live births per 1,000 married female population
in specified group, enumerated as of April 1 for 1950 and estimated as of July 1 for 1951-59. Figures for age of mother not stated are distributed)

AGE OF MOTHER
15-4:41
years 15-19 20-24 25-29 30-3¢ 35-39 4042
years years Years Years years yeers
19592 158.1 492.8 350.2 221.9 126.8 64.3 17.7
19562 158.5 485.1 352.8 226.1 127.1 64,7 17.7
19572 161.1 524.5 356.4 226.2 129.4 67.4 18.3
19562 158.8 468.6 344.9 221.3 127.3 68.6 18.6
1955 155.1 461.4 332.,7 218.1 128.0 66.9 18.1
19542, 155.8 501.5 355.4 213.3 130.6 66.1 18.2
19532 151.5 459.2 2.7 210.2 126.0 64.8 18.0
19522, 151.4 451.9 306 .4 209.4 127.3 5.9 18.0
19512 148.8 461.7 304.0 199.3 123.8 61.4 17.8
1850 243.9 421.5 287.9 195.0 118.0 60.7 17.9

IRates computed by relating total legitimate births; regardless of age of mother, to married femele population aged 15-44 years.

2Rased on & S0-percent sample of births.
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Table 3-P. Birth Rates Adjusted for Underregistration, by Live-Birth Order,
for Native White Women: United States, 1920-59

{Data refer only to births occurring within the United States. Beginning with 1959, includes Alaska. Includes adjustments for States not in the birth-registration area
prior to 1933. Rates are live births per 1,000 native white female population aged 15-44 years. Live-birth order refers to number of children born alive to mother.
Figures for births of order not stated are distributed, including births that occurred in Massachusetts, which did not require reporting of birth order)

LIVE-BIRTH ORDER
YEAR Total -
1st 2a 5 ath 5th 6th 7th 8th and
over

115 31 30 23 1 7 " 2 3
115 32 31 23 1 7 ¢ 2 3
118 33 32 24 14 7 4 2 3
116 33 32 23 13 7 3 2 3
114 33 32 23 13 6 3 2 2
114 33 33 23 12 s 3 2 2
111 33 33 22 11 5 3 2 2
110 34 35 21 10 s 3 1 2
108 35 35 20 9 s 2 1 2
103 34 32 18 8 " 2 1 2
108 37 33 17 a 4 2 1 3
108 a1 31 16 8 " 2 1 3
114 19 31 15 8 4 2 1 3
103 1 28 15 7 4 2 2 3
85 30 24 13 7 ¢ 2 2 3
89 52 25 14 7 4 3 2 3
a5 37 27 1a 7 4 z 2 3
42 0 24 12 6 4 2 2 3
83 31 21 11 6 4 2 2 3
78 30 20 1 6 4 2 2 3
76 30 19 10 6 4 2 2 3
78 31 19 10 6 4 3 2 1
75 29 13 10 6 " 3 2 4
74 28 13 10 6 4 3 2 2
75 23 17 10 7 4 3 2 4
6 26 18 1 7 5 3 2 4
74 24 17 1 7 5 3 2 4
79 26 18 11 7 5 4 2 5
82 27 19 12 8 5 4 3 5
86 29 20 12 8 5 4 3 5
86 28 20 13 8 6 " 3 5
30 29 20 13 3 5 4 3 6
us 30 21 1a 9 5 5 3 6
% 30 22 1 10 5 5 3 6
100 31 22 15 10 7 s 3 7
104 32 23 16 10 7 s 4 7
103 31 24 15 10 7 s 4 7
104 32 24 15 10 7 s 4 7
12 36 25 16 1 8 6 " 8
108 35 23 16 11 7 s ¢ 7

lBased on a 50-percent sample of births.
NOTES:

Estimates for 1920-38 prepared by P. K. Whelpton. See National Office of Vital Statistics, "Births and Birth Rates in the Entire United States, 1909 to 1948," Vital
Statistics—sSpecial Reports, vol. 33, No. 8, 1850,

Population bases for 1920-3¢, estimated as of July 1 by P. K. Whelpton; for 1940 and 1950, enumerated as of April 1; for 1941-49, estimated as of April 1 by the National
Office of Vital Statistics; and for 1951-59, estimated as of July 1 by the U.S. Bureau of the Census.
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Table 3-Q. Gross and Net Reproduction Rates,by Color: United States,
1940-59

(Beginning with 1959, includes Alaska. Based on births adjusted for underregistration. For method of computation, see text in this section)
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GROSS REFRODUCTION RATE

NET REPRODUCTION RATE

GROSS REPRODUCTION RATE

NET REPRODUCTION RATE

YEAR
Total White Wonwhite | Totael White Nonwhite Total White Nonwhite { Total White Nonwhite
A}

1,808 1,730 2,354 1,736 1,672 2,196 || 1949 memcmm e 1,515 1,461 1,906 1,439 1,396 1,741

1950%--wn. 1,801 1,727 | - 2,33 1,730 1,668 2,173 1,514 1,468 1,846 1,435 1,401 1,680
1957 mmmmcmmm e e 1,831 1,758 2,365 1,759 1,697 2,200 1,593 1,568 1,766 1,505 1,492 1,594
)T S —— 1,793 1,718 2,333 1,724 1,660 2,178 1,430 1,406 1,600 1,344 1,351 1,435
1955w e e 1,741 1,671 2,251 1,673 1,613 N7 g | Y1 — 1,212 1,175 1,493 1,132 1,206 1,523
1954 * e e e 1,725 1,657 2,212 1,654 1,598 30T | T S E—— 1,249 1,214 1,520 1,163 1,139 1,334
1,665 1,603 2,114 1,594 1,543 R 1o | T O ——— 1,323 1,294 1,543 1,228 1,211 1,348

1,635 1,577 2,059 1,561 1,514 1,894 || 1942 m e 1,277 1,250 1,487 1,185 1,171 1,203

1,591 1,532 2,025 1,519 1,471 1,864 1,168 1,131 1,458 1,075 1,052 1,242

1,505 1,446 1,940 1,435 1,387 1,780 1,121 1,082 1,422 1,027 1,002 1,209

1Based on a 50-percent semple of births.

Table 3-R.  Percentage Distribution of Women by Parity, by Exact Age:
United States, January 1, 1940, 1950, and 1956-59

(Beginning with 1959, includes Alaska. Based on numbers of women adjusted for underenumeration and misstatements of age in the censuses. For definition of parity, see
text in this section)

PARITY
EXACT AGE OF WOMAN AS OF JANUARY 1 EACH YEAR Total
1 7 or
3 0 1 2 3 4 5 3 higher
Total, 15-44 years of age:
1959 - 100.0 4.3 16.8 20.6 13.6 7.2 3.5 1.8 2.2
1958 100.0 34,4 17.4 20.8 13.3 6.9 3.3 1.7 2.2
2957 100.0 3.2 18.) 21.2 13.1 6.5 3.2 1.6 2.1
1956 100.0 34.9 18.6 2l.1 12.6 63 3.0 1.5 2.0
1950, 100.0 40.4 2.8 18.6 9.2 4.5 2.3 1.3 1.8
1940 100.0 49.2 18.5 15,5 7.2 4.2 2.3 l.6 2.5
15-19 years of age:
1959 . 100.0 91.7 6.5 1.8 0.3 0 0 [} 0
1958: 100.0 91.5 6.7 1.5 0.3 o 0 0 o]
1957 100.0 91.8 6.5 1.5 0.2 0 o] 0 0
1956 100.0 g92.0 6.4 1.4 0.2 0 0 Q 0
1950. 100.0 92.9 5.7 1.2 0.2 ] o] 0 Q
1940: 100.0 94.9 44 0.6 0.1 ¢} [ (o} Q
20-2¢ years of age:
2959, 100.0 46.3 25.9 17.6 7.0 2.2 0.7 0.2 0.1
1958 100.0 46.7 26.0 17.4 6.8 2.2 0.8 0.2 0.1
1957 100.0 7.7 es5.9 17.0 6.5 2.1 0.8 0.1 0.1
1956 100.0 49.1 25.6 16.5 6.1 1.9 0.7 0.1 o
1950 100.0 55.7 26.5 12.7 3.7 1.0 0.3 a.l (o}
1940 100.0 67.2 20.7 8.5 2.8 0.7 0.2 0.1 0
2529 years of age:
1959 100.0 19.9 19.7 28.0 17.8 8.4 3.6 1.6 1.0
1958 100.0 21.1 20.4 27.8 17.0 7.8 3.4 15 0.9
1957 100.0 22.5 21.1 27.6 16.2 7.3 3.2 1.3 0.8
1956, 100.0 23.6 22.0 27.5 15.3 6.8 2.9 1.2 0.7
1950 100.0 28.4 29.4 24.5 10.4 4.2 1.8 0.8 0.5
1940 100.0 43.7 26.2 16.2 T4 3.7 1.7 0.7 C.4
30-34 years of ‘age:
1959 100.0 14.5 15.5 27.0 20.6 1.5 5.4 2.8 2,9
1958 100.0 2.8 18.5 27.6 20.1 10.6 5.1 2.8 2.7
1957 100.0 15.3 17.5 28.2 19.4 10.0 4.7 » 2.4 2.5
1956 100.0 15.4 18.7 28.6 18.9 9.4 4.4 2.2 2.4
1950 100.0 22.0 23.6 26.4 141 6.8 3.3 1.8 2.0
1940 100.0 30.2 25.1 20.1 10.6 8.1 3.4 2.2 2.3
35-39 years of age:
1959 100.0 1z2.0 16.7 26.7 19.8 114 5.8 3.2 4.4
13958 100.0 l2.6 17.4 27.0 19.3 10.9 5.5 3.0 4.3
1957 100.0 13.7 18.2 26.8 18.7 10.4 5.2 2.9 4.1
1956 100.0 15.3 18.7 26.5 18.0 9.9 5.0 e.7 3.9
1950 100.0 22.4 21.7 23.9 14.) 7.6 4.0 2.5 3.8
1940. 100.0 2z.9 22.8 20.6 12.5 7.8 4.6 3.3 S.4
40-44 years of age:
1959 100.0 17.8 ls.2 24.6 6.7 2.7 5.2 2.9 4.9
1958 100.0 19.1 18.7 2¢.2 16.1 9.3 4.9 2.9 4.8
1957 - 100.0 19.7 19.4 24.1 15.86 8.9 4.7 2.8 4.8
1956. 100.0 20.2 20.0 23.8 15.1 8.6 4.6 2.8 4.9
1950 100.0 22.6 22.2 21.8 12.9 7.7 4.4 2.9 5.5
1940 100.0 20.2 19.9 9.2 13.3 9.1 5.5 4.1 B.7

Source: Unpublished provisionel data prepared by P. K. Whelpton, Scripps Foundation for Research in Population Problems ; Miami University, Oxford, COhio.
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Table 3-5. Birth Probabilities for Specified Years by Exact Age and Parity
of Mother at Beginning of Year: United States, 1940, 1950, and 1956-59

(Beginning with 1959, includes Alaska. Based on numbers of women adjusted for underenumeration and misstatements of age in the censuses. Probabilities are the num-

ber of births per 1,000 estimated female population in specified parity and exact age group.

Figures in the "0 parity” column show the probability of first births to

"0 parity" women, those in the "1 parity" column show the probability of second births to ''1 parity" women, etc. For defimition of parity, see text in'this section)

PARITY
EXACT AGE OF MOTHER AS OF JANUARY 1 EACH YEAR
7 or
1 3 5 8 nigher
Total, 15-44 years of age
1959 20.0 175.8 110.3 1u5.9 113.9 135.9 153.7 190.7
1958 81.0 172.7 109.5 1080 114.7 1%6.1 152.0 187.4
1957--— 96.8 173.4 111.5 108.8 118.4 141.3 158.4 193.1
1956 94.1 168.8 11l0.1 108.8 116.9 140.0 159.7 192.4
1950 - 60,7 144.2 g7.2 97.% 105.1 124.8 136.7 182.1
1940 £7.8 99.4 78.4 86.1 94.1 117.2 122.0 165.5
15-19 years of age:
losg 69.6 251.6 360.1 3$98.3 - - - -
1958 -— 70.7 344.7 347.6 393.2 - - - -
I B e e e e e e 74.8 353.8 355.3 798.2 - - - -
1956 2.8 357.1 361.4 392.5 - - - -
195C- 60.4 321.€ 219.6 337.% - - - -
1940 - 40.8 257.0 360,1 Y - - - -
20-24 years of age:
1959 185.6 335.5 272.8 291.9 3L9.6 397.6 465.1 [s)
1958 -— 18s.0 331.3 269.8 287.9 344 .4 392.3 423.5 (o]
1987 194.7 337.8 275.8 295.5 348.4 414 .4 448.7 [o]
1958 187.8 329.1 267.7 294.3 342.9 403.6 459.5 -
1950- - 141.8 257.0 236.6 284.1 3583.5 40Z.9 0 -
1940 91.3 131.2 22l.3 298.9 372.7 506.,7 o} -
25-29 years of age:
195¢, 140.0 255.2 18C.8 185.1 213,12 261.8 310.3 372.3
1858, L.8.7 253.0 177.7 182.7 213.2 260,1 308.5 384.8
1857 139.2 253.8 176.8 184.7 217.5 266.8 317.8 384.8
1956 134 .4 244 .8 173.5 1l82.9 218.3 273.3 325.0 385.4
1850, 129.9 193.8 144 .0 168.% 2l2.6 273.6 322.3 364.0
1940 —_—— 83.1 125.9 122.4 169.86 214.9 276.2 308.3 390.9
30-34 years of age:
1959 83.6 119.9 97.7 108.1 125.8 169.2 209.5 291.1
1958 65.2 12u.1 896.9 1039.5 129.3 169.8 211.4 288.7
1957 87.9 123.4 1611 liz.2 134.8 178.2 218.7 296.0
1956 70.1 1zz2.0 99.8 112.0 135.9 179.6 219.3 294.8
1350 64 .6 113.7 87.2 97.8 120.3 162.6 205.1 291.3
1940 47.7 71.8 64.7 87.3 114.9 166.8 200.0 286.6
35-39 years of age:
1959 29.4 40.5 39.9 53.€ 71.3 98.5 124.8 200.3
1958 29.7 42.5 41.5 54.9 7.9 98.9 124.3 196.3
1957 29.3 44.2 43.6 58.M 4.7 101.7 126.9 206.5
1956 27.5 45,0 44 .5 57.7 74.8 99.8 129.6 207.5
1950 -— 2:.9 43.6 40.9 51.9 66.2 93.3 119.0 214.5
1940 18.9 26.5 28.3 40.2 57.7 88.8 109.4 208.7
40-44 years of age:
LD m e e i e e e e e 4.6 7.4 8.6 14.0 20.7 30.7 40.9 17.8
1958 4.3 7.6 8.6 14,1 21.2 30.5 40.6 17.4
1957 4.3 7.6 8.3 15.0 21.2 32.1 41.0 80.7
195€ 4.6 8.1 2.3 14.8 2.9 31.4 39.9 8l.1
1950 5.1 7.6 8.4 12.8 18.5 26.5 33.7 80.3
1940 3.7 4.6 5.9 9.7 14.2 23.2 31.1 77.6

Source: Unpublished provisional data prepared by P. K. Whelpton, Scripps Foundation for Research in Population Problems, Miami University, Oxford, Ohio.
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Table 3-T. Number and Percentage Distribution of Registered Live Births.
by Attendant, by Color: United States, 1940-59

(Data refer only to births occurring within the United States. Beginning with 1959, includes Alaska)

NUMBER ATTENDED BY—- PERCENT ATTENDED BY—
Total live N
COLOR AND YEAR births Physiclan Physician Mld.tg:.fe, Physician| Fhysician Midvife,
g ol I B e
L hospital hospital specified hospitel® | hospltal | crosirieq
TOTAL
19592 4,244,796 4,090,754 56,244 97,798 96.4 1.3 2.3
19582 4,203,812 4,036,668 64,554 102,590 . 96.0 1.5 2.4
19572, 4,254,784 4,070,436 75,114 109,254 95,7 1.8 2.6
19562 4,163,090 3,959,428 85,406 118,256 95.1 2.1 2.8
1955 4,047,295 3,818,810 100,756 127,729 94.4 2.5 3.2
19542 4,017,362 3,759,518 118,478 138,366 95.6 2.9 3.5
19532 3,902,120 3,621,362 135,700 145,058 92.8 3.5 3,7
19522 3,846,986 3,529,156 162,000 155,830 91.7 4.2 4.1
19512, 3,750,850 3,376,996 204,548 169,308 0.0 5.5 4.5
1950 3,554,149 5,125,975 251,539 176,635 88.0 7.1 5.0
1949 3,559,529 3,087,080 289,981 182,468 86.7 8.1 5.1
1948 3,535,068 3,025,206 325,434 186,428 85.6 9.1 5.3
1947 3,699,940 3,136,930 375,407 187,603 84.8 10.1 5.1
To46 3,288,672 2,708,223 402,759 177,690 82.4 12.2 5.4
1945 2,735,456 2,155,594 402,890 176,972 78.8 1.7 6.5
1944 2,794,800 2,112,963 493,463 188,374 75.6 17,7 6.7
1943 2,934,860 2,115,582 615,754 203,524 72.1 21.0 8.9
1942 2,808,996 1,906,833 693,921 208,242 67.9 24.7 7.4
1941 2,513,427 1,537,719 759,986 215,722 61.2 30.2 8.6
1940 2,360,399 1,316,768 825,271 218,360 55.8 35.0 9.3
WELITE
19552 3,597,430 5,548,910 29,772 18,748 98.7 0.8 0.5
19582 3,572,306 3,515,774 36,404 20,128 98.4 1.0 0.6
19572 3,621,456 3,557,028 42,816 21,612 98.2 1.2 0.6
19562 3,545,350 3,475,030 19,322 22,998 98.0 L4 0.6
1955 3,458,448 3,371,416 60,738 26,294 97.5 1.8 0.8
19542 3,443,630 3,340,372 13,690 29,568 97.0 2.1 0.9
19532 - 3,356,772 3,238,180 86,500 32,092 86.5 2.6 1.0
19522 3,522,658 3,181,098 106,458 35,102 95.7 3.2 1.1
19512 3,237,072 3,056,516 141,602 38,954 4.4 4.4 1.2
1950 3,063,627 2,841,930 181,279 40,418 92.8 5.9 1.3
1949 3,083,721 2,825,078 214,198 44,445 91.6 6.9 1.4
1948 3,080,316 2,784,865 248,093 47,358 90.4 8.1 1.5°
1947 3,274,620 2,925,374 300,198 49,048 89.5 9.2 1.5
1846 - 2,913,645 2,538,882 327,585 47,178 87.1 1.2 1.6
1945 2,395,563 2,018,929 329,147 47,487 84.5 15.7 2.0
1044 2,454,700 1,987,082 414,895 52,725 aL.0 16.9 2.1
To43 . 2,594,763 2,002,313 534,177 58,273 77.2 20.6 2.2
1942 2,486,934 1,808,121 616,503 62,310 72.7 24.8 2.5
1941, 2,204,905 1,448,132 688,188 68,583 65.7 5L.2 3.1
1940 2,067,953 1,238,677 754,746 74,530 59.9 36.5 5.6
NONWHITE

1959 647,366 541,844 26,472 79,050 83.7 4.1 2.2
19562, 631,506 520,894 28,150 82,462 82.5 4.5 15.1
19572 633,328 513,408 52,298 87,622 8L.1 5.1 13.8
19562 617,740 496,398 36,084 95,258 78.7 5.8 15.4
1955 588,847 447,394 40,018 101,435 76.0 6.8 17.2
19542 573,732 419,146 44,788 109,798 73.1 7.8 19.1
19532 545,348 383,182 49,200 112,966 70.5 9.0 20.7
19522, 524,328 348,058 55,542 120,728 66.4 10.6 25.0
19512 513,778 320,480 62,946 150,352 62.4 12.3 25.4
1950. 490,522 284,045 70, 260 136,217 57.9 14.3 27.8
1949 - 475,808 262,002 75,783 138,023 55.1 15.9 29.0
1948-- 454,752 240,341 75,341 139,070 52.9 16.6 30.6
1947, 425,320 211,556 75,208 138,555 49.7 17.7 32.6
1946 375,027 169,341 5,174 130,512 45.2 20.0 34.8
1945. 339,893 136,665 3,743 129,485 40.2 21.7 38,1
1944 340,100 125,881 78,568 135,651 57.0 25.1 39.9
1943 340,097 113,289 81,577 145,251 33.3 24.0 42.7
1942 322,062 98,712 77,418 145,932 30.6 24.0 45.3
1941 308,524 89,587 71,798 147,139 29.0 25.3 47.7
1940 292,448 78,091 70,525 143,830 26.7 24.1 49.2

17t is assumed thet all births in hospitals or institutions are attended by physiclans.
2ppged on & 50-percent sample.
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Table 3-U. Percentage Distribution of Registered Live Births by Attendant,
by Color: United States, Each Division and State, 1959

(By place o1 residence. Data refer only to births occurring within the United States, including Alaska. Based on a 50-percent sample)

TOTAL WHITE NONWHITE
AREA Fhysician | Physician Other Physician | Physician Other Physician | Physician Other
in not in Midwife and not in not in Midwife and not in not in Midwife and not
hospitall hospatel specified hospatal® hospital specified hospita.‘l." hospital specified
UNITED STATES----=m-cmmmamamane 96.4 1.3 2.1 0.2 98.7 0.8 0.4 0. 83.7 4.1 1.8 0.5
GECGRAPHIC DIVISIONS
New England 99.6 C.4 Q.0 0.0 99.6 0.4 0.0 0.0 99.3 0.6 o} 0.1
Middle Atlantice 99.1 v.8 0.0 0.0 99.3 0.7 0.0 0.0 97.8 2.1 0.1 0.1
Bast North Central- 93.0 1.0 0.0 0.1 99.3 0.6 0.C 0.0 96.2 3.6 0.1 0.1
West North Central- 98.9 0.8 0.2 0.1 99.2 0.7 0.1 0.1 95.1 2.8 1.8 0.5
South Atlentic--- 9l1.€ 2.3 5.9 0.2 98.86 0.9 V.4 0.1 75.1 5.5 19.0 0.4
85.8 3.4 10.4 0.2 96.5 2.0 1.3 0.2 80.5 6.9 32.1 0.5
93.3 1.9 4.4 0.4 95.7 1.5 2.4 0.4 84.3 3.5 11.6 0.8
97.8 1.0 Q.7 0.5 98.1 0.9 0.6 0.3 93.6 l.a 1.8 3.1
Pacifac ——- 39.0 .6 .1 0.3 99.2 0.6 0.0 0.2 97.1 1.1 0.9 0.2
NEW ENGLAND
98.3 1.6 0.0 0.0 98.5 1.7 0.0 0.0 99,2 0.8 0 ¢
99.8 v.2 0 9] 99.8 0.2 0 0 100.0 o} Q0 [}
98.5 1.4 0 0.0 98.5 1.4 V] c.0 100.0 0 0 o]
99.7 o.2 0 2.0 99.8 G.2 0 0.0 99.1 0.7 (o] 0.2
9.8 v.2 0.0 0.0 99.8 O.c 0.0 0.0 99.5 0.5 (o] o]
Connectrcut- 99.8 0.2 Qo 0.0 99.9 .l v 0.0 99.5 0.5 0 0
MIDDLE ATLANTIC
New York- 9.1 0.9 0.0 0.0 90.3 0.6 2.0 0.0 97.5 2.4 0.1 0.1
New Jersey- 99,3 0.7 VAV 0.1 99.5 SN 0.0 0.0 97.8 2.2 0.0 0.2
Pennsylvania. 99.1 0.9 0.0 0.0 99.1 c.& .0 Q.0 928.5 1.4 0.0 0.1
EAST NORTH CENTRAL
99.2 0.7 0.0 0.1 99.3 .7 6.0 0.0 99.0 0.7 0.0 0.2
99.0 0.9 0.0 g.1 99.2 0.7 0.0 0.1 97.0 2.9 0.0 0.1
98.1 1.8 0.0 0.1 99.1 0.9 6.0 0.0 93.0 6.7 0.1 0.1
98.3 0.8 Q.0 [TRV) 99.5 0.4 0.0 0.0 97.8 2.2 0.0 0.1
99.6 0.3 0.0 0.0 99.7 0.3 0.0 0.0 98.4 1.4 0.1 0.2
Minnescta 99.6 0.3 0.1 0.1 99.6 0.3 0.1 0.1 98.5 0.3 0.1 1.1
Towa-. 99.4 0.5 0.0 0.0 99.1 V.5 0.0 0.0 99.6 0.4 0 o}
Missouri---~ 97.4 2.0 .4 0.2 98.1 1.7 0.1 0.1 93.1 4.3 2.3 0.4
North Dakota 9¢.6 ¢.3 0.0 0.1 99.7 0.2 o] n.1 97.7 1.0 0.3 1.0
South Dakota 99.0 0.3 0.5 0.2 99.5 V.2 0.3 0.0 93.1 0.5 4.2 2.3
Nebraski 99.6 Q0.3 0.0 .0 99.7 0.3 0o 0.0 98.8 1.0 0.1 0.1
99.5 0.5 0.0 0.1 99.5 0.4 0.0 0.0 98.8 0.9 0.1 0.2
SOUTH ATLANTIC
Delaware - 98.1 0.6 1.2 0.1 939.2 0.3 G.4 0.0 93.0 1.8 5.0 0.4
Maryland - 97.8 1.1 0.9 a.2 93.1 0.7 .1l 0.1 93.3 2.8 3.5 0.4
District of Columbilmwe————m——mmmmeman 98.€ 1.3 V.0 0.1 99.4 0.6 0 0.0 98.2 1.7 0.0 0.1
Virginig—-- 1.8 2.4 5.5 c.2 98.0 1.3 c.6 0.1 73.9 5.6 19.¢ 0.8
West Virgainia 96.3 2.6 0.8 0.3 96.5 2.5 c.7 0.2 92.9 4.6 2.2 0.4
North Carolina- 90.8 3.0 6.0 0.l 99.2 0.6 0.2 0.1 73.3 8.1 8.4 0.3
81.3 4.7 13.8 0.3 398.6 1.0 C.4 0.0 58.0 9.5 31.8 0.6
87.3 2.2 10.5 0.1 99.1 .6 Cc.3 0.0 65.9 5.1 28.9 0.1
93.7 l.2 4.9 0.3 99.9 0.5 C.e 0.1 79.9 2.9 16.8 0.6
93.5 3.3 2.9 0.3 23.9 3.0 2.8 0.4 8.8 6.3 3.7 0.2
94.6 2.7 2.4 0.3 97.6 1.7 0.6 0.2 84.3 6.1 8.8 0.7
81.0 3.5 15.2 0.3 97.5 1.6 0.9 0.1 54.0 6.8 58.6 0.8
Mississippl--—-=—---cmcmmcommm e oo o 70.9 4.6 24.2 0.2 98.4 1. 0.4 0.1 47.4 7.6 44.8 0.4
WEST SOUTH CENTRAL
Arkensas--- 85.7 4.8 9.1 0.4 97.5 1.8 0.4 0.2 58.1 11.7 29.3 .9
LOU1S1808m— - —mmamm e 95.7 0.8 3.4 0.1 99.5 0.3 0.2 0.0 89.8 1.7 8.3 0.2
Oklahoma. - 97.7 1.1 1.0 .2 98.8 0.8 0.2 0.1 90.7 2.9 5.9 0.5
Texas-- 92.7 2.0 4.6 0.6 93.8 1.9 3.7 0.6 86.3 2.7 10.0 1.0
MOUNTAIN
Mon ——— 99.3 0.4 0.3 0.1 99.3 0.4 0.3 0.1 99.3 0.2 o] 0.5
Jdaho: 99.3 0.4 0.1 0.2 99.3 0.4 0.1 0.2 100.0 0 o o]
Wyoming---- 99.6 0.3 a.0 .1 98.5 0.3 0.0 0.1 100.0 0 0o 0
Colorado: - 98.0 0.6 0.2 .1 99.0 0.6 .2 0.1 99.2 0.7 [} 0.1
New Mexico - 94.0 2.6 2.1 1.4 94.2 2.6 2.1 1.0 91.9 1.8 2.0 4.4
ATI20NBe mm e o 96.4 l.2 1.4 1.1 97.5 1.1 1.1 0.4 90.9 1.8 2.8 4.5
Utehemmame - 99.2 0.4 0.1 0.3 99.4 0.4 o 0.2 91.8 0 4.4 3.8
Nevada - 99.3 0.5 o] .1 99.7 0.2 0 0.1 9.6 2.7 0 0.7
PACIFIC
Washington - 99.5 0.4 0.0 0.1 99.5 0.4 0.0 0.1 99.0 0.6 0 0.4
Oregon - 99.3 0.5 0.0 0.2 98.3 0.4 0.0 0.2 98.5 1.5 o} [}
Californa 99.0 0.7 0.0 0.3 99.1 0.6 0.0 0.2 98.5 1.1 0.0 0.4
Alaska 88.4 0.6 6.8 4.4 99.2 0.3 0.2 0.3 68.3 1.2 18.7 11.8

i1t 15 assumed that all births

in hospitals or institutions are attended by physicians.
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Table 3-V. Ratio of Illegitimate Live Births by Color: Reporting States,
1956-59 '

(By place of residence. Data refer only to illegitimate births occurring within the reporting area. Based on a 50-percent sample of births. Ratios are illegitimate births
per 1,000 total live births in specified group. Ratios for frequencies less than 20 are underlined)

1959 1958 1957 1956
AREA )
Non- Kon=- Non- Non-
Total White white Total White white Total White vhite Total White . waite

DOTALY wm e e oo m e e §5.3 21,8 228.4 52.7 20.7 221.4 50.6 19.4 215.9 45.8 19.1 212.5

Alab: 109.7 16.0 263.9 105.8 13.7 |+ 25¢.9 104.3 14.2 250.0 107.2 14.0 255.0
Alask (51.5 1s.1 (219.3) - — — — —— — — - —
Delawa: 79.8 23.2 327.5 €0.9 23.9 335.5 70.9 18.2 324.0 71.5 17.6 334.4
District of COlumblan~mmmmmmmmmnm———— 196.1 60.2 262.3 192.3 53.8 263.7 188.1 58.8| . 265.3 177.3 45.6 265.1
Florid 93.6 25.3 273.9 92.1 23.9 270.1 87.7 22.5 257.6 88.9 21.3 260.8

\
Georgl. —— -— -— (101.7) (17.4 (253.3) (97.1)] (15.8 (243.5) (98.2) (2.7 (246.4)
Tlinod. 58.6 19.0 266.7 53.4 19.0 240.1 50.3 17.8 235.1 49.9 18.4 236.0
Indd 35.8 22.2 184.1 35.5 22.6 181.3 31.5 20.0 165.0 30.2 19.3 161.4
Iof - 22.2 19.6 189.0 20.7 18.7 165.5 18.9 17.1 155.2 18.0 16.3 165.9
X 26.3 16.8 155.2 23.2 13.9 153.2 22.3 14.5 136.7 21.8 13.4 152.7
Kentucky. 4B.5 29.1 249.1 49.3 29.0 261.8 43.8 26.2 229.9 41.8 24.8 218.7
Touisi 89.1 15.2 203.7 84.0 14.0 19¢.3 az.1 13.1 190.4 8l.6 13.1 186.4
Med: 28.7 28.2 71.4 29.0 28.7 61.9 29.2 28.4 104.3 31.7 31.5 66.7
Michi, 34.7 19.5 187.8 32.1 18.7 156.4 32.9 18.0 148.5 32.1 17.4 146.2
Minnesot 25.5 22.0 217.2 24.3 21.5 184.8 23.2 19.8 220.2 23.1 19.7 218.7
i

Mississippi 134.1 12.8 238.0 126.0 12.2 220.5 128.1 1n.a 221.1 125.7 1.2 212.3
Missouri S4.4 19.7 270.5 51.3 19.0 257.1 50.3 16.9 272.5 45.9 16.5 247.3
28.3 18.6 164.1 28.0 17.0 196.2 23.9 15.4 151.9 23.5 15.1 159.2

Nevada. 34.3 21.1 127.3 27.4 16.5 102.8 30.4 20.7 110.2 25.0 15.7 101.7
New Jersey . .3 13.6 170.9 31.3 12.8 159.4 29.4 12.3 152.0 27.9 12.5 146.1
North Carolings=memmemm=memmm—mcecnen 90.2 23.4 231.0 89.8 21.1 232.2 91.8 20.8 232.8 90.1 22.0 227.7
North Dakot 24.0 18.3 175.9 17.9 14.6 116.5 19.4 15.6 131.6 19.2 16.0 129.9
Ohio 43.5 24.0 205.9 40.5 21.9 200.3 37.7 20.8 187.7 35.8 20.1 174.5
Orego 32.5 28.7 146.5 28.9 25.0 170.1 25.4 22.1 142.3 24.2 21.1 139.7
Pennsylvani 42.2 22.3 214.2 40.1 21.8 201.8 37.1 19.5 198.8 37.6 20.1 199.0
Fhode Island 324 25.0 200.5 32.6 25.0 215.3 28.1 22.0 192.4 21.9 17.2 156.4
South CAroling-e-mw—- 124.2 20.9 262.9 119.4 19.4 253.3 116.5 18.8 245.2 114.2 18.5 236.4
South Dakot 27.0 14.8 192.2 23.1 11.7 179.1 31.9 18.5 237.8 20.0 12.9 141.7
T 85.7 28.9 283.3 80.6 27.3 278.1 76.5 25.1 258.6 75.2 25.1 255.0
T 48.8 22.6 200.7 46.8 20.9 196.2 44.2 18.4 194.3 43.2 18.5 180.1
Utah 15.8 14.4 72.8 12.7 11.2 B5.3 11.9 11.3 41.8 1.1 9.9 72.9
Virgini 771.7 24.0 234.0 75.7 23.2 229.6 75.3 22.2 227.9 75.4 23.0 226.1
Washingtor 26.3 23.0 82.7 27.0 23.3 94.7 25.6 22.2 88.6 21.3 18.1 8L.7
West VArginiae--mememmm—m—————————— 61.9 49.8 280.3 56.6 46.7 240.3 55.5 45.2 231.7 58.6 48.7 23L1.5
Wisconsi 23.7 18.9 147.8 20.3 15.8 134.3 20.0 15.9 128.3 19.6 15.3|. 140.1
Wyoming. 18.3 16.3 80.0 18.9 15.5 114.3 21.2 19.0 75.0 18.1 16.5 101.8

1neludes only those States reporting legitimacy status for all 4 years.

Table 3-W. Estimated Number of Illegitimate Live Births by Color, and
Nlegitimacy Rates and Ratios: United States, 1940-59

(Data refer only to births occurring within the United States. Beginning with 1959, includes Alaska. Estimates are rounded to the nearest hundred without being adjusted
to group totals which are independently rounded)

- NUMBER RATIO?
YEAR Ratel
Total Whitz Nonwhite Total White Nonwhite
19593 220,600 79,600 141,100 22.1 52.0 22.1 18.0
19583 208,700 74,600 134,100 21,0 49.6 20.9 212.3
18572 201,700 70,800 130,900 20.9 47.4 19.6 208.7
1956 183,500 67,500 126,000 20.2 46.5 18.0| « 204.0
1958 183,300 64,200 118,200 19.3 45.3 18.6 202 .4
19542 176,600 62,700 113,900 18.3 44.0 18.2 198.5
19532 260,820 56,600 104,200 17.0 41.2 18.9 191.1
19522 . 150,300 54,100 96,200 i5.6 39.1 16.3 183.4
19512, 146,500 52,600 93,900 1s5.1 39.1 18.3 182.8
1950, 141,600 53,500 88,100 1lz.1 39.8 17.5 173.6
1949. 133,200 53,500 79,700 13.3 37.4 17.3 167.5
1948 129,700 54,800 74,900 12.5 36.7 17.8 164.7
1947 131,800 60,500 71,500 12.1 35.7 18.5 168.0
1946 125,200 61,400 63,800 10.9 38.1 ar.l 170.1
1945 117,400 56,400 60,900 10.1 42.9 23.6 179.3
1944 105,200 49,600 55,600 8.0 37.6 20.2 163.4
1943 98,100 42,800 55,400 8.3 33.4 16.5 162.8
l942 : 96,500 42,000 54,500 8.0 34.3 16.9 169.2
1941 95,700 41,900 53,800 7.8 38.1 19.0 174.5
1.840. 89,500 40,300 49,200 7.1 37.9 19.5 168.3

1per 1,000 unmerried female population aged 15-44 years, enumerated as of April 1 for 1940 and 1950 and estimated as of July 1 for all other yeers.
2per 1,000 total live births in specified group.
3pased on & 50-percent sample of births.
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Table 3-X. FEstimated Number and Ratio of Illegitimate Live Births, by Age
of Mother and Color: United States, 1959

(Data refer only to births occurring within the United States, including Alaska. Based on a 50-percent sample. Estimates are rounded to the nearest hundred without being
adjusted to group totals which are independently rounded. Ratios per 1,000 total lLive births in specified group)

NUMBER RATIO
AGE OF MOTHER
Total White Nonwhite Toteal White Nonwhite
TOTAL- 220,600 79,6C0 141,100 52.0 22,1 218.0
Under 15 year: 4,600 1,200 3,400 678.9 466.6 808.8
15.19 years~ 84,500 30,900 53,690 148.0 69.4 426.5
15-17 YeBIrSmm e mm o m o e e e -- 43,100 14,400 28,600 242.4 114.4 550.4
18 and 19 yeers - -- 41,500 186,500 25,000 105.5 51.6 339.1
20m 2 PR = o e e e e e 67,300 26,200 41,100 47.9 2l.8 202.3
52,000 10,500 21,500 28.1 11.1 143.4
19,750 5,300 1,100 27.1 9.8 133.4
35-39 year: 10,500 3,700 6,700 28.9 1l.¢9 130.2
40 years and over 2,800 1,100 1.700 29.5 13.5 124.4

Table 3-Y.

Estimated Number of Illegitimate Live Births and Percentage

Distribution, by Live -Birth Order by Color: United States, 1947 1955,

and 1959

(Data refer only to births occurring within the United States. Beginning with 1959, includes Alaska ILive-birthorder refers to number of children born alive to mother.
Estimates are rounded to the nearest hundred without being adjusted to group totals which are independently rounded)

19531 1958 1947
LIVE-BIRTH OFDER
Total White Nonwhite Total White Nonwh_ 1~ Total White Nonwhite
NUMBER
Total £20 600 79,600, 141,1 o 183,30 64 . z00 118.200 151,300 82,500 71,500
First child 108,20 51,400 L6,8 91,70 42,1 40,800 81,800 44,600 37,200
Second child Lip B 12,500 26.30 25,00, L0, % 25w 24,400 g.800 15,800
Third child - 03,400 6,4 m 17 ey 20,12 4,9.0 15,1 1,870 3,200 7,400
Fourth child. 16,0 - 12,100 12,90, 2,800 PV 5,80C 1,700 4,100
Fafth ch:ild end over- 32,4 1 SLEwu 26,8 25,800 4,500 19,50¢ 9,207 2,220 7,100
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION
Total m——— loo,o 108,00 Lo 1ou.u 100.0 1k20 100.0 100.0 100.0
First child 49.. 61.6 4..3 50.6 E5.6 4..5 62.0 75.7 52.0
Second child 18.4 15.8 2.1 18.1 15.8 21.0 18.5 14.5 2l.8
Third child- 0.8 3.. 12.0 1.0 7.6 1z.7 8.0 5.3 10.3
Fourth child- 7.3 4 48.€ 7.0 4.4 B.4 4.4 2.8 5.7
Fifth child and over: ——— 14.7 7 19,0 1.0 €.7 16.4 7.0 3.8 9.9

lBased on a SU-percent sample of births,
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Table 3-Z. Distribution of Registered Live Births by Birth Weight, by Color,

for the United States and Each Geographic Division; and by Plurality for
the United States: 1959

(By place of residence. Data refer only to births occurring within the United States, including Alaska. Based on a 50-percent sample. Figures for birth weight not stated
are distributed)

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION BY BIRTH WEIGHT®
Median
weight
AREA AND COLOR in 1,000 1,001~ | 1,501~ 2,001- | 2,500 2,501- | 3,001~ | 3,501~ | 4,001~ | 4,501- | 5,00L
grame® | Total grams 1,500 2,000 2,500 grams 3,000 3,500 4,000 4,500 5,000 grams
or less grams grams grams or less grams grams grams grams grams or more
N

UNITED STATES==mmmmmmm—m—mm—mmee e 3,310 100.0 0.5 0.6 1.5 5.1 7.7 18.8 38.1 26.7 7.4 1.4 0.2
Whitemm—mm 3,330 100.0 0.5 0.6 1.3 4.5 6.8 17.4 38.2 28.1 7.9 L4 0.2
Nonwhite-~ 3,150 100.0 1.0 1.1 2.5 8.3 12.9 25.3 37.1 18.9 4.5 1.1 0.2
3,320 100.0 0.5 0.5 1.2 4.8 6.8 18.3 38.6 27.2 7.5 1.4 0.2
- 3,340 100.0 0.4 0.5 1.0 4.0 5.9 17.1 58.7 28.6 8.1 1.4 0.2
Nonwhite-- 3,160 100.0 0.8 1.0 2.1 7.7 11.6 25.2 37.9 19.4 4.6 1.2 0.2
Live births in plural deliveries—---- 2,450 100.0 4.5 5.6 14.2 29.2 53.5 28.7 13.9 2.6 0.3 0.0 0.0
Whi 2,480 100.0 4.1 5.2 13.7 28.7 51.6 30.5 14.9 2.7 0.3 0.0 0
2,330 100.0 6.5 7.5 18.1 21.0 6L.1 26.5 10.2 1.9 0.2 0.0 0.0
New England 3,300 100.0 0.5 0.6 1.3 4.8 7.1 18.8 38.9 26.7 7.2 1.2 0.1
White—---=m 3,310 100.0 0.5 0.5 1.2 4.6 6.9 18.5 39.0 26.9 7.3 1.2 0.1
Nonwhite~- 3,130 100.0 1.2 1.3 2.9 8.7 14.0 25.8 37.7 18.7 3.3 0.5 0
Middle Atlanti 3,280 100.0 0.6 0.6 1.5 5.2 7.9 19.8 38.9 25.5 6.6 1.1 0.1
Vhite=mwwma 3,310 100.0 0.5 0.5 1.2 £.7 7.0 18.7 39.1 26.8 7.2 1.2 0.2
Nomwhite-— 3,090 100.0 1.5 1.3 3.0 9.2 15.0 27.7 37.4 16.2 3.1 0.5 0.1
Eest North Central-e-r--swwewcveomammnennnn 3,330 100.0 0.6 0.6 1.4 4.8 T4 17.4 37.5 27.9 8.1 1.5 0.2
Whitemmmmm 3,360 100.0 0.5 0.6 1.2 4.3 6.5 16.3 37.4 29.3 8.7 1.6 0.2
Nonwhite-- 3,110 100.0 1.2 1.2 2.6 8.6 13.7 26.7 38.4 17.2 3.3 0.6 0.1
West North Centrale-—mm—mmmmmmmm—cam—eee 3,370 100.0 0.5 0.5 1.2 4.2 6.4 15.8 37.0 29.7 9.1 1.7 0.2
White--=mm 3,380 100.0 0.4 0.5 1.1 3.9 6.0 1s.2 36.9 30.5 9.4 1.7 0.2
Nonwhitie-- 3,150 100.0 1.1 1.1 2.3 8.1 12.6 25.3 38.0 18.8 4.2 1.0 0.1
South Atlanti. 3,280 100.0 0.6 0.8 1.7 5.8 8.9 1s.8 37.8 25.3 5.7 1.3 0.1
White-mmmm 3,320 100.0 0.5 0.6 1.4 4.8 7.2 17.8 38.4 27.7 7.5 1.3 0.1
. Nomwhite—- 3,160 100.0 0.9 1.2 2.5 8.2 12.8 24.7 36.5 19.6 4.9 1.4 0.2
East South Central-----mwmmwmmmmmremmonm- 3,300 100.0 0.5 0.7 1.6 5.6 8.4 18.9 36.8 26.2 7.7 1.7 0.3
White----- 3,350 100.0 0.4 0.6 1.3 4.6 6.9 16.9 37.3 28.7 8.4 1.6 0.2
Nonwhite-- 3,200 100.0 0.7 1.0 2.3 7.9 11.8 23.6 35.8 20.4 6.0 1.9 0.4
West South Central: 3,300 100.0 0.5 0.6 1.5 5.4 8.0 18.5 38.0 26.6 7.4 1.4 0.2
Waitem—-mm 3,340 100.0 0.4 0.5 1.3 4.5 6.7 17.0 38.4 28.3 8.0 1.4 0.2
Nomvhite-- | * 3,170 100.0 0.9 1.1 2.4 8.5 12.8 24.0 36.5 20.0 5.0 1.4 0.2
Mountaln 3,250 100.0 0.5 0.6 1.5 5.8 8.4 21.6 39.9 23.7 5.4 0.9 0.1
White-———- 3,250 100.0 0.5 0.6 1.4 5.7 8.3 21.2 40.0 24.0 5.5 0.9 0.1
Nonwhite~~ 3,170 100.0 0.5 0.7 1.9 6.8 9.8 26.0 38.7 20.4 4.1 0.8 0.1
Pacifi 3,320 100.0 0.5 0.6 , 1.3 4.7 7.1 a7.8 38.7 27.4 7.5 1.3 0.2
White-—--- 3,330 100.0 0.5 0.5 1.2 4.4 6.6 17.1 33.6 28.3 7.9 1.3 0.2
Nonwhite-- 3,170 100.0 0.9 0.9 2.1 7.3 11.3 24.9 39.2 19.6 4.1 0.8 0.1

Loomputed to nesrest 10 grams on basis of exact conversion of interval limits from pounds and ounces.
quuive:Lents of the gram weights in terms of pounds and ounces are as follows:

1,000 grams or less == 2 1b. 3 oz. or less 3,001-3,500 grams
1,001-1,500 grams 2 1b. 4 oz. - 3 1b. 4 oz. 3,501~4,000 grams
1,501-2,000 grams 3 1b. 5 0z. ~ 4 1b. 6 oz. 4,001-4,500 grams 8 1b. 14 oz. - 9 1b. 14 oz.
2,001L-2,500 grams 4 Ib, 7 oz. - 5 1b. 8 oz. 4,501-5,000 grams 9 Ib. 15 oz. - 1L 1lb. O oz.
2,501-3,000 grams ==5 1lb. 9 oz. ~ 6 1b. 9 oz. 5,001 grams or more =11 1b. 1 0z. Or more

=6 1b. 10 oz. - 7 Ib. 11 oz.
7 1b. 12 oz. - 8 1b. 13 oz.
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Table 3-AA. Distribution of Registered Live Births by Birth Weight, by Age
of Mother, Sex of Child, and Color: United States, 1959

(Data refer only to births occurring within the United States, including Alaska Based on a 50-percent sample. Figures for birth weight not stated are distributed. Per-
cents for frequencies less than 20 are underlined)

PERCENT DISTRIBUT}ON BY BIRTH WEIGHT®
Median
AGE OF MOTHER,' SEX OF CHILD, weight N

AND COLOR in 1,000 1,001~ 1,501~ 2,001- 2,500 2,501~ 3,001 - 3,501~ 4,001~ 4,501~ 5,001

grams? Total grans 1.500 2,000 2,500 grams 3,000 3,500 4,000 4,500 5,000 grams

or less grams grams grams or less grams grams grams grams grams or more
TOTAL === —= ——mmm s mmme e 3,310 100.0 0.5 0.6 1.8 5.1 7.7 l8.8 38.1 26.7 7.4 1.4 0.2
Under 15 years-- 3,040 100.0 1.5 1.8 3.1 12.1 18.5 27.9 35.5 4.8 2.7 0.5 0.0
15-19 years 3,230 100.0 0.7 0.9 2.0 6.3 9.9 21.8 39.4 23.4 5.1 0.7 0.1
20-24 years 3,290 100.0 0.5 0.6 1.4 4.9 7.4 18.3 39.7 26.1 8.4 1.0 0.1
25-29 years 3,320 100.0 0.5 0.5 1.5 4.7 7.0 17.9 38.2 27.6 7.8 l.4 0.2
30-34 years- 3,350 100.0 0.8 0.6 1.4 4.9 7.5 17.1 36.1 28.2 8.0 1.9 0.3
35-39 years- 3,370 100.0 0.6 0.7 1.6 5.2 8.0 16.3 34.3 28.7 10.0 2.3 0.4
40-44 years- 3,380 100.0 0.5 0.7 1.7 5.4 8.2 18.1 35.4 28.3 10.7 2.7 0.5
45 years and 3,390 100.0 0.5 0.5 1.8 5.5 8.3 18.4 32.3 27.5 11.7 3.0 0.8
MEl@mm o e m e e 3,370 100.0 0.6 0.6 14 4.5 7.2 15.9 36.3 29.5 9.2 1.8 0.2
Under 15 years--- 3,100 100.0 1.2 .0 3.2 10.2 16.6 25.2 35.8 18.0 3.7 0.6 0.1
15-19 years--- 3,280 100.0 (Vs 0.9 1.9 5.7 9.3 18.7 38.1 28.4 6.5 0.9 0.1
20-24 years--- 3,350 100.0 0.5 08 1.3 4.3 6.8 16.4 38.1 29.1 8.1 1.4 0.1
25-29 years--- 3,390 109.0 V.5 0.5 1.2 4.1 6.3 15.1 36.2 30.5 9.8 1.9 c.z
30-34 years- 3,410 100.0 0.8 0.5 1.3 4.3 6.8 14.8 34.1 30.6 11.0 2.4 C.4
35-39 years--- 3,430 100.0 0.5 0.7 1.5 4.7 7.5 14.1 32.4 30.8 1.9 2.9 0.5
40-44 years------- 3,440 100.0 0.5 0.8 1.6 5.1 7.8 14.3 31.3 30.0 12.8 3.2 0.6
45 years and over- 3,450 200.0 0.4 0.4 1.6 4.9 7.3 13.8 32.1 28.0 14.3 3.5 1.0
Female e - e e e e 3,250 100.0 0.5 0.6 1.5 5.7 8.4 2l.4 32.9 23.8 5.5 0.9 0.1
Under 1S years- 2,970 100.0 1.9 1.5 3.0 14 1 20.5 30.9 35.2 11.3 1.7 0.4 ¢}
15-19 years- 3,170 100.0 0.7 ¢.9 2.0 6.9 10.5 24.6 40.7 20.2 3.5 0.4 0.0
20-24 years- 3,230 100.0 0.5 0.8 1.4 5.8 8.1 22.4 41.4 22.8 4.6 0.6 0.0
25-29 years- 3,260 100.0 0.5 C.6 1.4 5.3 7.7 20.8 40.3 24.5 5.7 0.9 0.1
30-34 years- 3,290 100.0 0.6 0.6 1.5 5.5 8.1 19.6 38.3 25.7 6.9 1.3 0.2
35-39 years- 3,310 100.0 0.6 0.7 17 5.7 8.7 18.6 36.4 26.5 7.9 1.7 0.3
40-44 years- 3,320 100.0 2.6 Q.7 1.7 5.7 8.7 18.0 35.5 26.6 8.6 2.1 0.4
45 years and 3,330 100.0 0.6 0.5 2.0 6.2 g.4 13.1 32.5 27.0 2.1 2.4 Q9.5
WHITE - - -~ e o mme e e 3,330 100.0 0.5 0.6 1.3 4.5 6.8 17.4 38.2 28.1 7.9 1.4 0.2
Male---- 3,400 100.0 0.5 0.8 1.2 4.0 6.3 14.7 36.1 30.9 2.9 1.8 0.2
Female -- 3,270 100.0 0.5 0.5 1.3 5.1 7.4 20.1 40.5 25.1 S.9 0.9 0.1
Under 15 years 3,180 100.0 0.6 1.5 2.7 7.9 12.8 22.8 37.6 21.7 4.7 0.4 0.1
15-19 3,280 100.0 0.5 0.8 1.7 5.2 8.2 19.2 40.1 26.0 5.8 0.7 0.1
20-24 3,310 100.0 0.4 0.5 1.2 4.4 6.5 18.1 39.9 27.5 6.9 1.0 0.1
25-29 3,350 100.0 0.4 0.5 1.1 4.2 6.3 16.9 38.3 28.7 8.2 1.4 a.2
30-34 3,370 100.0 0.5 ¢.5 1.2 4.5 6.8 16.4 36.2 29.2 9.4 1.9 0.3
35-39 3,390 1C0.0 0.5 0.6 1.5 4.8 7.4 15.6 34.4 29.5 10.4 2.3 C.4
40-44 3,390 100.0 0.5 0.7 1.5 5.0 7.7 15.7 33.4 29.0 11.1 2.7 0.5
45 years and OVer'--mw—-mmemmmme ol 3,410 100.0 0.6 0.6 1.5 5.1 7.8 15.6 32.3 29.1 11.9 2.4 Q.8
3,150 100.0 1.0 1.1 2.5 8.3 12.9 25.3 37.1 18.9 4.5 1.1 0.2
3,210 100.0 1.0 1.1 2.4 7.4 11.8 22.4 37.3 21. 5.5 1.4 0.2
Female-- 3,090 100.0 1.0 1.2 2.6 9.2 14.1 28.2 37.0 18.3 3.4 0.9 0.1
Under 15 years 2,940 100.0 2.0 2.0 3.3 14.6 22.0 31.0 34.3 10.7 1.5 0.6 o
15-19 years-- 3,080 100.0 1.1 1.4 3.1 10.2 15.8 29.9 37.0 14.2 2.5 0.5 0.0
20-24 years-——-e-mme oo -——— 3,120 10C.0 1.0 1.1 2.5 8.3 12.9 26.8 38.5 17.86 3.5 o7 0.1
25-29 year: 3,180 200.0 1.0 1.0 2.2 7.4 11.8 23.7 3.7 20.6 5.0 1.2 c.2
30-34 years-- 3,220 100.0 1.0 1.1 2.4 7.3 11.8 2l.8 35.9 22.1 6.3 1.8 0.3
35-39 years - 3,260 100.0 0.8 1. 2.4 7.6 12.0 20.2 34.0 23.6 7.4 2.3 0.4
40-44 years-- - 3,290 100.C 0.6 0.9 2.3 7.8 11.3 18.9 33.3 24.6 8.5 2.8 0.6
45 years and over 3,300 100.0 0 0.2 2.9 7.3 10.5 20.0 32.0 20.7 11.2 5.3 0.4

lFigures for age of mother not stated are included in group totals but are not distributed among age groups.
2Coxm:»uted to nearest 10 grams on basis of exact conversion of interval limits from pounds and ounces,
:’Equivalents of the gram weights in temrms of pounds and ounces are as follows:

1,000 grams or less — 2 1lb. 3 0z, or less™ 3,001-3,500 grams —6 1b. 10 oz. - 7 1b. 11 oz.
1,001-1,500 grams =— 2 1b. 4 oz. - 3 lb. 4 oz. 3,501-4,000 grams =7 1b. 12 oz. - 8 1b. 13 oz.
1,501-2,000 grams 3 1b., 5 oz. - 4 1lb. 6 oz. 4,001-4,500 grams 8 1b. 14 oz. - 9 1b. 14 oz.
2,001-2,500 grams 4 1b, 7 oz. - 5 1b. 8 oz. 4,501-5,000 grams 9 1b. 15 oz. - 11 1b. O oz.
2,501-3,000 grams 5 1b. 9 0z. - 8 1b, 9 oz. 5,001 grams or more — 11 1b, 1 oz. or more
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{Data refer only to births occurring within the United States, including Alaska. Unit of residence is defined as the individual urban place of 10,000 or more, or cities of
Urban places include every incorporated place having a population of
2,500 or more in 1950, as well as certain unincorporated places classified as urban under special rules. For further discussion of residence allocation, see text in

2,500 to 10,000 as a group, or the rural area of the county, of which the mother was a resident.

gection 1 of this volume)

. BIRTHS
Total
Total
AREA ‘births To nonresidents in area To residents in other ereas ‘bighs
in area
her residents
From szme | From other In same In o
- Totel State States Total Stete States

UNITED STATES 4,244,796 | 12,005,152 || 21,897,160 107,992 | 22,005,152 || *1,897,160 107,992 | 4,244,796

Alebema 81,938 32,882 31,194 1,688 33,272 31,194 2,078 az,328
Alask; 6,982 3,106 2,544 762 2,416 2,344 72 6,292
Arizona 34,852 16,198 15,380 a18 15,986 15,380 606 34,640
A 41,156 20,034 18,422 1,612 19,535 19,422 1,17¢ 40,718
California 358,386 194,532 193,796 736 195,234 193,726 1,438 352,088
Colorado 44,128 21,648 18,974 2,674 19,544 18,974 570 42,024
G ticut 55,518 26,900 26,166 734 28,008 26,186 1,842 56,626
Delawer 11,774 7,986 7,424 562 7,970 7,424 546 11,758
District of Columbi 33,358 14,794 vae 14,794 1,530 ee 1,530 20,094
Florid 111,810 53,224 52,502 722 54,212 52,502 1,710 112,798
Georgl 100,614 47,366 44,540 2,826 46,372 44,540 1,832 99,620
Idsh 16,996 7,192 6,464 728 7,384 6,464 920 17,188
T11inol 237,258 105,360 101,408 3,952 108,310 101,408 6,902 240,208
Indiena 113,010 55,684 52,642 3,042 55,528 52,642 2,886 112,854
Tow 65,038 31,572 29,238 2,354 31,150 29,238 1,812 64,516
X 50,802 20,090 18,010 2,080 21,816 18,010 3,808 52,526
Kentucky:. 75,370 38,898 34,902 3,99 37,378 34,902 2,476 73,850
Louisi, 91,118 44,198 42,882 1,316 44,048 42,882 1,166 90,988
Mad 23,586 10,494 9,372 1,122 9,99 9,572 624 23,088
Maryland 69,014 33,890 30,612 3,278 41,936 30,612 11,324 77,060
» husett 115,440 — —- 2,782 -— -— 1,582 114,240
Michi 197,490 111,156 110,098 1,058 112,242 110,098 2,144 198,576
M t, 88,286 45,196 43,018 2,178 45,300 43,018 2,262 88,390
Missiselppt 61,172 22,104 20,592 1,512 21,652 20,592 1,060 60,720
Missouri 102,506 52,240 45,268 6,972 48,374 45,268 3,106 98,640
Mon 17,448 7,082 6,906 176 7,300 6,906 394 17,666
X 54,100 12,444 11,282 1,162 12,440 11,282 1,158 34,096

Nevad 7,052 2,994 2,762 232 2,988 2,762 226 7,046
New x 13,012 5,568 4,404 1,164 6,020 4,404 1,616 13,464
New Jersey 126,136 77,658 76,148 1,510 82,378 76,148 6,230 130,856
New Mexico 29,352 9,410 8,742 668 10,278 8,742 1,536 30,220
New York 362,506 137,344 132,808 4,538 135,658 132,806 2,852 360,820
North Carolin 110,978 54,896 52,956 1,940 56,802 || | 52,956 1,846 110,884
North Dekot: 17,030 7,582 6,380 1,202 7,538 6,380 1,158 16,986
Ohio. 232,172 115,648 112,002 3,646 116,254 112,002 4,252 232,778
Oklehom 50,678 20,730 19,852 878 21,406 19,852 1,564 | , 51,354
Oregon.: 36,426 14,458 13,492 966 1¢,678 13,492 1,186 38,646
Permsylvend 248,654 151,746 125,936 5,810 130,098 125,936 4,160 247,004
Fhode Islend 19,284 11,480 10,172 1,308 10,912 10,172 740 18,716
South Ceroli 59,996 28,436 27,022 1,414 28,716 27,022 1,694 60,276
South Dakot . 17,956 8,524 7,498 826 8,368 7,498 870 18,000
T 84,224 39,922 36,324 3,598 38,850 36,324 2,526 83,152
L 248,606 72,586 70,688 1,898 73,220 70,888 2,532 249,240
Uteh <. 25,920 13,038 12,438 604 12,826 12,434 392 25,708
Vermon 9,290 5,252 4,702 550 5,426 4,702 72¢ 9,464
Yirgini 91,112 46,716 43,782 2,954 52,236 43,782 8,45¢ 96,632
Washingto! 66,030 30,278 29,054 1,224 29,998 29,054 944 65,750
West Virgini 42,720 23,606 20,320 3,286 25,168 20,320 2,848 12,282
Wisconsi: 98,468 46,814 44,872 1,942 46,978 44,872 2,106 98,632
Wyeming: 8,044 2,828 2,590 238 2,996 2,590 408 8,212

IFigures for Massachusetts are not shown separately for the State but are included in this total; see text in section 1 of this volume.

0
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INTRODUCTION
Table 3-AC. Live Births Adjusted for Underregistration, by Color:

United States, Each Division and State, 1956-59

(By place of residence. Data refer only to births occurring within the United States. Based on a 50-percent sample. Figures are shown to the last digit as computed, for
convenience n summation. They are not assumed to be accurate to the last digit)

1959 1y58 1957 1956
AREA
Total White Nonwhile Total Whate Nonwhite Total Whate Nonwhite Total White Nonwhite
UNTTED STATES - memmmmmmmem e 4,294,829 || 3,622,216 672,613 | 4,255,00b (| 3,598,003 857,002 [ 4,308,251 | | 3,648,424 659,827 | 4,218,035 || 3,572,948 645,087
GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS
New England 236,033 227,694 8,339 235,944 227,969 7,975 237,557 229,845 7,712 229,146 222,247 6,899
Middle Atlantic- 741,476 651,430 90,046 743,894 656,823 87,071 747,832 664,220 83,412 723,326 644,484 78,842
East North Central- 888,411 788,398 100,013 886,366 788,164 98,202 904,508 810,939 28,569 884,112 790,256 93,856
West North Central 374,996 351,348 23,650 364,545 342,075 22,470 368,965 347,054 21,911 366,536 345,702 20,834
South Atlantic 546,119 448,365 197,754 642,625 445,989 196,636 847,774 447,207 200,567 541,630 441,952 199,678
East South Central- 305,061 213,451 91,610 305,945 215,941 90,004 309,256 215,440 93,816 310,990 215,749 95,241
West South Central- 444,190 346,237 97,953 140,250 343,514 96,936 447,740 349,163 98,577 443,950 346,081 97,869
Mountain 187,269 170,969 16,300 | 182,686 167,276 15,410 181,705 167,238 14,467 177,655 164,093 13,562
Pacifict-- 471,274 424,326 46,948 454,750 412,152 42,298 453,114 417,218 40,798 440,690 402,38¢ 38,506
Maine-- 23,207 22,955 252 23,275 23,049 226 20,124 o2,884 230 22,497 22,317 180
New Hampshire--—e----—mmmmmceee 15,492 13,414 78 13,220 15,157 68 15,198 15,140 58 15,012 12,970 42
Vermont- 9,494 9,462 32 9,446 9,422 2¢ 9,050 9,1z 18 9,274 9,248 26
114,459 110,244 1,205 115,250 111,27 3,958 115,610 111,840 3,770| 112,378 109,009 3,367
18,728 17,940 788 1,565 17,629 754 19,003 18,3517 686 18,187 17,573 614
Commecticut-- 56,683 55,669 2,984 96,402 L3,404 2,968 £7,102 54,102 2,950 53,800 51,130 2,670
MIDDLE ATLANTIC
New York. 362,244 315,445 46,739 562,091 1,882 44,708 260,83 318,573 12,065 348,310 300,688 39,622
New Jersey--- 131,269 113,911 17,358 13U,60b 113,988 16,657 130,774 114,720 16,054 125,478 110,856 14,620
Pennsylvania- 247,963 222,064 25,899 2bl,198 228,470 25, (2L 256,220 C5u,927 25,293 249,538 224,938 24,600
EAST NORTH CENTRAL
Oh10-~- 233,915 208, 153 25,177 230,505 210,384 24,866 244,852 219,943 z1,909 236,280 212,580 23,720
Indiana - 113,684 104,23 4,450 113,295 104,086 4,220 116,768 107,524 9,244 114,501 105,716 8,785
Illinois 241,846 202,607 39,239 236,609 19¢,256 57,%b0 240,398 203,871 36,527 231,402 197,388 34,016
Michigan 200,109 177,668 22,441 204,481 181,156 23,525 210,444 1u6,085 24,359 207,846 183,775 24,071
WLSCONSAN o~ m e m s e 98,857 95,101 3,706 96,426 92, 197 35,629 97,046 93,016 3,530 94,083 90,819 3,264
WEST NORTH CENTRAL
Minnesot —— 88,448 86,842 1,606 000 uS,L71 1,475 86,020 84,527 1,193 83,074 81,611 1,463
Io 64,918 83,933 985 62,661 61,791 uT3 65,944 63,124 820 63,786 83,048 738
Missod¥i 29,600 85,611 13,989 97,840 84,387 13,150 9¢,220 85,167 13,0350 97,178 84,628 12,550
17,009 16,543 626 16,548 16,007 541 16,505 15,810 543 16,726 18,252 474
18,191 16,842 1,049 17,501 16,218 1,285 17,915 16,720 1,195 18,221 17,123 1,098
34,170 32,702 1,468 35,040 51,695 1,317 33,020 51,812 1,408 34,078 32,795 1,283
52,660 19,033 3,627 51,499 48,401 3,498 55,295 49,874 5,419 55,473 50,245 3,228
SOUTH ATLANTIC
Delawar — 11,794 9,L02 2,202 11,610 9,471 2,150 11,602 9,670 2,022 11,253 9,329 1,92¢
Maryland--- 77,445 19,560 17,085 76,348 54,034 17,114 75,474 58,347 17,127 71,138 55,356 15,782
District of Columbia 20,40¢ 6,608 15,709 19,949 6,70b 15,244 20,744 7,874 13,069 20,820 8,251 12,589
97,770 72,390 20,315 J(, 656 72,542 20,011 9L,555 72,683 25,386 96,259 72,423 25,836
13,083 10,767 2,208 4b,072 42,759 2,858 45,006 42,585 2,511 45,600 43,090 2,510
115,630 16,200 37,400 113,056 75,748 37,308 116, 145 7€,485 40,000 | 119,498 78,910 40,586
61,449 ob,720 28,739 65,058 W5,U7L 29,087 66,17 37,289 30,818 89,220 37,344 31,876
105,125 65,116 28,007 10,04 7 6L, 214 b, 055 L0E, 808, 66,686 39,170] 106,784 86,852 39,932
Florida-- 114,443 82,382 32,081 109,64y 18,650 50,990 105,765 75,779 29,984 99,060 70,417 28,643
EAST SOUTH CENTRAL
Kentucky. 75,453 68,792 8,661 75,909 69,541 6,650 76,501 69,919 6,582 75,840 69,186 6,654
TEANESSEE = mm = mmmmmrmm s m e 84,066 65,015 19,06L 83,7107 65,662 18,075 85,179 66,128 19,081 86,148 67,086 19,062
Alab 84,033 51,548 32,485 84,183 01,487 52,196 85,634 52,350 35,484 85,988 52,015 33,973
MiSSiSSIPPE mmmmmmmmmm e e 61,509 28,006 33,413 60,046 26,951 50,005 61,742 27,045 34,699 63,014 27,462 35,552
WEST SOUTH CENTRAL
Arkan 43,908 29,323 14,585 44,250 29,505 14,0647 45,501 29,046 15,455 46,433 30,425 16,008
Louisiana 95,086 56,127 36,959 92,442 56,075 36,367 93,061 08,559 36,712 91,808 54,989 36,840
Oklahoma. 2,168 44,703 7,465 51,10L 45,907 7,194 52,1' ¢ 45,017 7,139 52,773 45,768 7,005
Texas -—- 255,028 216,084 38,944 252,477 213,749 48,728 267,252 217,961 39,271 252,935 214,918 38,016
MOUNTAIN
17,728 16,538 1,190 17,306 15,268 1,068 18,2680 17,120 1,140 17,785 1g,757 1,038
17,355 17,052 303 16,924 16,600 525 16,941 16,€28 513 16,808 16,525 281
8,276 8,026 250 8,197 7,917 200 9,236 7,966 320 8,541 8,285 256
42,554 10,853 1,701 42,401 40,430 1,566 11,933 40,385 1,583 42,294 40,689 1,808
New Mexico~ 31,510 27,528 3,382 29,876 26,261 5,612 29,182 25,693 3,489 28,143 24,754 3,408
Arizons - 36,669 29,477 7,192 365,240 28,211 7,029 31,015 27,764 6,851 31,574 25,930 5,644
Utah -- 25,958 25,265 693 25,742 25,171 571 26,216 25,631 585 25,779 25,248 533
NeVad@mmmmmmm e m e m e e mm e 7,219 8,230 989 6,970 6,009 961 5,867 6,051 816 6,723 5,927 796
66,081 62,418 3,662 65,993 62,501 3,442 66,472 63,069 3,403 65,414 62,098 3,316
36,929 35,734 1,195 36,562 35,560 982 38,093 37,061 1,032 38,925 37,917 1,008
361,649 322,023 59,626 452,195 314,071 57,824 353,549 317,188 36,361 336,351 302,389 33,982
6,615 4,150 2,485 (7,378 (4,906) (2,472) (8,17¢ (5,755) (2,421), (7,958) (5,521) (2,437

lExcludes Alaska prior to 1959.

2pigures for 1956-58 are by place of occurrence.
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Table 3-AD. Birth Rates: United States, Each Division and State, 1955-59

(By place of residence. Data refer only to births occurring within the United States. Rates are live births per 1,000‘ estimated midyear population in each area)

RATES BASED ON REGISTERED BIRTHS

RATES BASED ON BIRIHS ADJUSTED FOR UNDERREGISTRATION

AREA -
19591 1958 1957 1956 1955 1958* 1958 1857+ 1956 1955
UNITED STATES: 24.1 24.3 25.0 24.9 24.6 24.3 24.8 25.3 25.2 25.0
[ ]

Yol te-——mm 23.0 23.2 23.9 23.8 23.6 25.1 235.4 24.2 24.0 25.8
Nonwhite-s 32.7 32.8 33.8 33.9 33.1 34.0 54.2 35.2 35.4 34.7

GEQGRAPHIC DIVISIONS
New England . 23.2 23.5 24.1 23.5 25.2 23.2 25.5 24.2 23.8 25.2
Middle Atlenti 21.9 22.3 22.7 22.2 22.0 22.0 22.3 22.8| - =22.2 22.1
East North Central 24.2 24.6 25.8 25.6 25.0 24.3 24.7 26.0 25.7 25.1
West North Central: 24.3 23.9 24.1 24.2 24.4 24.4 24.0 24.3 24.3 24.5
South Atlanti. 24.4 24.8 25.5 25.9 25.9 25.0 25.4 26.2 26.8 26.8
East South Central 25.0 25.2 25.7 26.2 26.3 25.4 25.6 26.2 26.7 26.8
West South Central 25.9 26.0 26.7 27.0 26.7 26.6 26.8 27.5 27.9 27.8
Mountaln 27.6 27.8 28.2 28.4 28.1 28.3 28.3 28.9 28.1 28.9
Paciflc?: 24.1 24.0 24.8 24.5 24.0 24.3 24.2 © 25.0 24.7 24.2

NEW ENGLAND
Mad. 24.3 24.5 24.5 24.1 24.4 24.5 24.7 24.6 24.2 24.5
New Hampshi. 22.7 22.7 23.0 23.0 22.8 22.8 22.7 23.0 23.0 22.6
Vexmo: 25.4 25.3 25.7 25.0 25.5 25.5 25.4 25.8 25.1 25.6
M husett 23.1 23.5 23.9 23.4 22.9 23.1 23.5 24.0 25.5 22.9
Fhode Island 21.4 2l.2 22.2 21.5 21.6 21.4 21.2 22.2 21.5 21.7
Connecticut 23.4 25.9 25.2 24.2 23.8 25.5 23.9 25.2 24.2 23.8
MIDDLE ATLANTIC

New York e 2L.9 22.1 22.2 21.8 21.6 22.0 22.2 22.3 21.7 21.7
New Jersey e 22.1 22.5 23.2 22.7 22.7 ze.l 22.5 23.3 22.8 22.7
Permsylveni T - 21.8 22.4 23.2 22.7 22.3 2L.8 22.4 23.3 22.8 22.4

EAST NORTH CENTRAL
chio 24,0 24.6 26.5 25.9 24.9 24.1 24.7 26.6 26.% 25.0
Tndt. 24.3 24.6 25.7 25.6 25.1 24.5 24.8 25.9 25.8 25.3
T114noi 23.5 23.5 24.6 24.2 23.7 23.7 23.7 24.8 24.4 23.9
Michi 24.9 25.9 27.1 27.2 26.7 25.1 26.1 27.3 27.5 26.9
Wisconsi: 24.6 24.4 25.1 24.8 25.0 24.7 24.5 25.1 24.8 25.0

WEST NORTH CENTRAL
Minnesc 26.0 25.4 25.9 25.4 25.6 26.0 25.4 25.9 25.5 25.7
Tow 23.0 22.4 22.9 23.1 23.5 23.1 22.5 23.0 25.2 23.6-
Missourd. 23.2 23.0 22.9 22.8 22.4 25.5 23.2 23.2 23.0 22.7
TNorth Dakot 26.5 25.9 25.3 26.0 27.0 26.5 25.9 25.4 26.1 27.0
South Dekot: 26.2 25.3 25.6 26.0 27.4 26.5 25.6 25.9 26.3 27.6
23.4 23.0 23.1 25.8 24.6 23.5 25.0 23.1 23.9 24.7
K 2¢.5 24.5 25.3 25.5 25.7 24.8 24.6 25.4 25.6 25.8

SOUTE ATLANTIC

Delawa: 25.9 26.1 26.9 27.0 26.7 265.0 26.1 26.9 27.1 26.8
Meryland--t 25.4 25.7 25.9 24.9 24.3 25.6 25.8 26.1 25.1 24.6
District of Columbi 23.9 23.7 24.9 25.4 24.9 24,3 24.1 25.3 25.8 25.3
Virginl 24.2 24.8 25.4 26.2 26.5 2475 25.1 25.7 26.5 26.9
West Virgind. 21.5 22.5 22.5 22.8 22.5 21.9 22.9 23.0 23.3 23.1
Noxth Carolim 24.5 24.8 25.4 26.4 26.7 25.1 25.4 26.0 27.1 27.4
South Carold: 24.9 25.4 26.8 27.6| - 27.7 26.7 27.2 28.8 29.8 29.9
Georgl 26.0 26.4 27.1 27.8 27.5 26.9 27.3 28.1 28.8 28.6
Floxid 23.7 23.9 24.7 24.7 24.4 24.0 24,3 25.1 25.2 24.9

EAST SOUTH CENIRAL
Kentuck; 23.6 24.1 24.6 24.7 24.7 24.1 24.6 25.1 25.4 25.4
23.8 23.9 24.4 24.9 25.0 24.0 24.2 24.7 25.2 25.4
Aleby 25.8 26.1 26.6 27.0 26.5 26.3 26.6 27.1 27.6 27.2
Misslssippi 27.8 27.5 28.1 28.9 30.1 28.2 27.8 28.5 29.4 30.6

WEST SOUTH CENTRAL
Ark 23.3 25.4 23.4 24.3 23.6 25.2 25.3 25.5 26.6 25.9
Louisi, 28.7 29.1 29.6 30.0 29.4 29.4 29.8 30.3 30.8 30.3
Okslaho 22.6 22.3 22.7 23.3 22.9 22.9 28.7 23.1 23.8 23.4
m 26.2 26.4 27.3 27.5 27.4 26.8 27.1 28.0 28.3 28.1

d
MOUNTATN
Montas 25.7 25.6 27.1 27.2 27.8 25.8 25.7 27.2 27.3 27.9
TIdaho 25.9 25.7 26.0 26.6 27.9 26.1 26.0 26.3 26.9 28,2
Wyoml.ng 25.7 25.8 25.9 26.9 21.7 25.9 26.0 26.1 27.1 27.9
Colorado 25.0 25.3 24.9 25.6 25.7 25.3 25.6 25.2 26.0 26.1
New Mexd.co 34.4 33.5 4.4 34.2 32.5 35.8 54.9 35.9 35.8 34.1
Ari: 28.1 28.% 29.7 29.3 27.1 29.7 30.0 51.6 sLl.a 28.8
Utah 29.2 29.7 30.9 31.0 31.2 29.5 300 3.2 3L.2 31.5
Nevad, 25.2 25.0 25.6 25.9 25.6 25.8 25.6' 26.2 26.5 26.2
PACIFIC

Washington: ¢ 23.3 23.7 24.3 24.3 23.8 23.4 23.8 24.4 244 24.0
Orego 20.8 20.8 21.7 22.3 22.9 20.9 20.9 21.9 22.5 23.1
Californi, 24.5 24.5 25.3 24.9 24.2 247 24.7 25.5 25.0 24.4
:Alaskaa 32.9 (36.9 (37.2 (37.0) (35.1) 34.6 (38.6) (38.7) (38.6) (36.7)

LBaged on a SO~-percent sample of births.
2pxcludes Alaska prior to 1959.
SRt gures for 1955-58 are by place of occurrence.
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Table 3-AE. Live Births to Rural Residents by Farm and Nonfarm Residence:
34 Selected States, 1959

(By State of occurrence. Based on a 50-percent sample. States selected are thoge which included the check-box item on farm residence on birth certificates during 1959
and for which the proportion of such certificates formed 90 percent or more of the total births to rural residents for the year. For further discussion, see text in this

section)

CHECK-BOX TTEM ON FARM RESIDENCE ON CERTIFICATE Births to

other rural

Total births - regldents

AREA to rural Births for (check-box

residents Total Births to Birtlfxs to which farm item not on
births resigz':ts rZ:?d:::a residence was | certificate)

not stated

TPOTAL == = === mm === == o m oo 1,279,132 1,263,646 300,476 811,474 151,696 15,486
18,956 18,628 1,260 8,800 8,568 328
23,168 23,052 10,250 7,066 5,736 116
133,228 133,228 9,940 123,034 254 -
Colorado~~- 17,558 17,240 3,870 11,872 1,488 318
DELaWATEmn === mmm == e e e e e e Am e e e m—aeee———— 8,494 8,490 660 7,454 398 4
District of Columbla~---===m=-wnmocann 10,262 10,262 114 5,200 4,948 -
Florida: 55,855 55,855 3,854 51,055 746 -
51,515 51,515 16,142 32,955 2,418 -
59,876 59,872 14,620 44,488 764 4
45,542 45,524 10,182 24,114 11,228 18
30,932 30,796 16,938 12,300 1,558 136
19,694 19,690 7,054 9,890 2,746 4
46,102 45,634 16,284 18,664 10,686 468
40,818 10,786 11,198 26,212 3,376 32
13,480 13,478 1,454 9,744 2,280 2
40,871 40,615 15,762 22,395 2,458 256
39,698 39,392 23,060 15,238 1,094 506
M ssouri--n- 40,437 59,705 11,818 16,925 10,962 732
Montena~ 9,076 8,942 2,562 5,314 1,086 134
Nevede-- 2,534 2,026 292 2,062 172 8
New York- 103,116 96,862 8,488 81,286 7,088 8,254
North Carolina- 71,356 69,210 18,622 27,290 23,298 2,146
North Dakota. 10,482 10,482 5,410 5,042 30 -
Ohic 87,868 87,692 13,968 62,240 11,482 174
Oklehoma~-- -- 16,922 16,922 5,490 7,160 3,272 -
Rhode Island--- 8,608 8,606 60 7,722 824 2
South Caroline- 41,008 39,124 12,014 20,372 5,738 1,884
Tenr 47,652 17,422 15,562 29,850 2,010 230
Texa. 61,544 60,948 19,764 35,796 5,368 596
Utah--- 11,140 11,052 1,032 8,614 1,386 108
Virgini - 49,716 48,508 9,582 27,428 11,498 1,208
Washingtol ——- 31,914 31,912 5,494 25,190 1,228 2
West Virgind 26,742 26,726 5,588 18,700 4,438 16
Wyoming -- 3,170 3,170 1,088 2,022 50 -

Table 3-AF. Percentage Distribution of Live Births to Rural Residents by
Farm and Nonfarm Residence: 34 Selected States, 1959

(By Statc of occurrence. Based on a 50-percent sample,

States selected are those which included the check-box item on farm residence on birth certificates during 1958

and for which the proportion of such certificates formed 90 percent or more of the total births to rural residents for the year. Figures exclude births recorded on cer-
tificates not containing the check-box item. For further discussion, see text in this section)

Total Births Total Pirths
births for which births for which
to Births to | Births to Form to Births to | Births to ferm
AREA rural farm nonfarm 1d AREA rural farm nonfarm 14
farm- residents | residents | Joo-4ence farm. residents | residents | TE8i9ence
was not was not
nonfarm stated nonfarm stated
residents residents
TOTAL 100.0 23.8 84.2 12,0 || Mississippl 100.0 $8.5 38.7 2.8
Missouri 100.0 29.8 42.8 27.6
Arizona- 100.0 6.8 47.2 46.0 || Montena 100.0 28.7 59.4 11.8
Arkansas .- 100.0 44.5 30.7 24.9 || Neved - 100.0 11.8 6l.6 6.8
Celiforni 100.0 7.5 92.3 0.2 || New York: 100.0 8.8 83.9 7.3
Colorado 100.0 22.4 68.9 8.7 || North Carolin@---ee-—=me—eeam ————— —— 100.0 26.9 39.4 33.7
Delaware 100.0 7.8 87.8 4.7
North Dakot 100.0 51.6 48.1 0.3
District of Columbig-semmemmwecm e e 100.0 1.1 50.7 48.2 Chio 100.0 15.9 71.0 15.1
Florid 100.0 6.9 91.7 1.3 || Oklghoma- 100.0 38.4 42.3 19.3
Geoxgl 100.0 31.3 64.0 4.7 || Rhode Island 100.0 .7 89.7 9.6
Illinois 100.0 24 .4 4.3 1.3 || South Cerolin 100.0 30.7 52.1 17.2
Indian 100.0 22.4 5§3.0 24.7 || Ten 100.0 32.8 62.9 4.2
it 100.0 55.0 39.9 5. Texas: 100.0 32.4 58.7 8.8
Kanse: 100.0 35.8 50.2 13. Utah 100.0 9.4 78.1 2.6
Kentucky- 100.0 35.7 40.9 23. Virgind 100.0 l9.8 56.5 23.7
Louisi 100.0 27.5 64.3 8. Washington-e-—===m=--. ——————————————— 100.0 17.2 78.9 3.8
Mail 100.0 10.8 72.3 16. West Virgini. 100.0 20.9 62.5 16.6
Minnesot. 100.0 38.8 55.1 5. Wyoming- 100.0 3.3 63.8 1.9




SECTION 4. FETAL MORTALITY STATISTICS

Fetal deaths declined slightly in 1959, as measured
by the number which were registered as having occurred
at gestations of 20 weeks or more. The total for the United
States (including Alaska) was 68,613 compared with 69,355
in 1958. Alaska, which was included in the tabulations for
the United States for the first time in 1959, reported 92
fetal deaths at gestations of 20 weeks or more. The fetal
_ death ratio per 1,000 live births was 16.2. This compares

with a ratio of 16.5 in 1958 and 16.3 in 1957, the lowest
previously recorded fetal death ratio.

Seven areas (6 States and New York City) require
registration of fetal deaths of all gestation periods. Details
concerning these requirements are contained in a footnote
to table 4-A. Rhode Island recommends but doesnot require
registration of fetal deaths of les’s than 20 weeks gestation,
and Pennsylvania requires registration of events occurring
after 16 weeks. These 9 areas accounted for 96 percent
of the 23,953 fetal deaths under 20 weeks which were
registered in 1959. Also, as noted in previous years, the
proportion of fetal deaths in the 20-23 weeks interval to
the total number occurring at 20 weeks and over was
generally higher in those States which required reporting
of earlier events. This suggests that events which take place
at or near 20 weeks are seriously underreported in many
areas. '

The comparatively large concentrations of fetal deaths
shown in table 4-A at gestations of 36 and 40 weeks indicate
inaccuracies in reporting length of gestation. The large
proportion of fetal deaths reported at 36 weeks is believed
to result from erroneous conversion of 9-month gestations,
while the concentration at 40 weeks indicates, in part,
a failure to calculate exactly the gestation periodfor fetuses
of normal size. In New York City, the District of Columbia,
Maryland, and California, the °‘date of last menses’ is
recorded on the certificate instead of the usual item
relating to length of gestation. This has been effective in
these areas in eliminating the two artificial modal groups.

The gestation periods for a fairly high proportion
of fetal deaths are not reported. Excluding Massachusetts,
which did not require reporting of the itém, gestation age
was lacking for more than 7 percent of the fetal deaths in
1959, This proportion was negligible for some States; for
others, it was as high as 25 percent.

Fetal deaths at gestations of less than 20 weeks have
been excluded in preparing most of the tables in this report
in order to obtain data on a more consistent basis for
comparison from year to year and from State to State.
Fetal deaths of not stated gestations, however, are included
in these tables since it is reasonable to assume that for

most areas very few relate to fetal deaths at gestations
of less than 20 weeks. Exceptions would be areas requiring
registration of all fetal deaths regardless of gestation age.
Inclusion of all fetal deaths of not stated gestation for these
areas results in some degree of incomparability.

Among the areas requiring registration of fetal deaths
at all gestation ages, 66.4 percent were less than 20 weeks,
and in 5.8 percent of the total, gestation age was not
stated. The percentage of not stateds for the rest of the
United States was 11.2. Apparently, on the average at least,
the areas which required registration of all products of
conception succeeded in obtaining more complete informa-
tion as to gestation than those areas where reporting of
early fetal deaths was not required. A close examination
of table 4-A, however, will show numerous exceptions to
this.

Trend of the fetal death ratio

Fetal deaths and fetal death ratios by color from 1922
to 1959 are shown in table 4-B for all reported fetal deaths.
The table also shows numbers and ratios for fetal deaths
at gestations of 20 weeks or more, plus the not stateds,
for the years 1942 through 1959.

Lack of uniformity in the definition of fetal death and
variation in completeness of registration undoubtedly influ-
ence to a considerble extent the comparability of the data
over the years—especially in the series based on all
reported fetal deaths.

'However, considering the probable total effect of
these factors, as well as that of incompleteness of the
registration area until 1933, it appears likely that the
ratios in table 4-B, based on all reported fetal deaths,

" understate any decline in fetal mortality for the years

shown. Changes in the régulations during this period have
generally been in the direction of broadening the base
of fetal death reporting. Completeness of reporting has

-probably improved because of the increase in the number

of women receiving hospital and medical care at childbirth.
However, there are no data indicating whether this change
has kept pace with (or exceeded) the improvement in
registration completeness of live births.

For both the white and nonwhite groups, the fetal
death ratios based on all reported fetal deaths have
generally shown a downward trend since the early 1930’s
(figure 4-1). During this period the decrease appears
to have been relatively greater for the nonwhite than
for the white.

For recent years the series in the table based on

.

4-1
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FIGURE 4-1
FETAL DEATH RATIOS BY COLOR: BIRTH-REGISTRATION STATES, 1922-59
{Ratlos per 1,000 live births in specified group)
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fetal deaths at gestations of 20 weeks or more or not
stated gives a more comparable basis for determining
changes in fetal mortality than does the series based on all
reported fetal deaths. The former eliminates to a certain
degree the effect of changes in regulations during the
period covered.

The ratios based on fetal deaths at 20 weeks or more
indicate a reduction of 36 percent between 1942 and 1957.
For the white group there has been a fairly steady decline
since 1945. For the nonwhite group the ratio dropped sub-
stantially between 1945 and 1950, was fairly stable between
1950 and 1952, and decreased sharply in 1953 and somewhat
less for 1954 to 1957.

After this long period of decline, however, the total
fetal death ratio increased 1.2 percent—from 16.3 in 1957
to 16.5 in 1958, Table 4-B shows that the ratio for whites
for these 2 years held constant at 14.5, whereas for non-
whites, the ratio for 1957 was 26.8, and for 1958, 27.5,
a 2.6 percent increase, The fetal death ratio of 16.2 for
1959 was slightly below that for 1957, and lower than for
any previous year. Declines were registered for both whites
and nonwhites in 1959, but whereas the ratio for whites
was reduced 2.1 percent, the ratio for nonwhites failed to
decline materially from 1958 and remained 1.9 percent
above the ratio for nonwhites in 1957.

Fetal deaths by age of mother

For areas where registration of fetal deaths of all
periods of gestation is required, comparison is possible
between fetal losses prior to 20 weeks and those at gesta-
tion of 20 weeks or more., Table 4-C presents frequencies
and percentage distribution by age of mother for these two
groups as well as for those where the gestation period
was not stated. On the whole, each age group is repre-
sented in about the same proportion for fetal deaths of
less than 20 weeks as for those occurring at gestations
of 20 weeks or more, and also for those for which the
gestation period was not stated. The age group 15-19 years
reveals the largest difference in these percentages. Of the
fetal deaths at gestation periods of 20 weeks or over, 11.3
percent occurred among mothers in this age group. The
comparable percentage of fetal deaths at less than 20 weeks
was 7.3.

Age of mother has also been tabulated by color and
legitimacy status in table 4-E, for the 35 States where
legitimacy status is recorded, covering a total of 45,976
fetal deaths, of which 4,186 or 9.1 percent were illegitimate.
The comparable percentage of illegitimate live births was
5.2, The percentages of illegitimate live births and fetal
deaths to total live births and fetal deaths for 1959 in the
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35 States for each age group are as follows:

¢ Live bivihs  Fetal deaths

§

Under 15 years---=e=wm-==nn 67.9 76.8
15-19 yearg-----=-—c—cce=-n- 14.8 22.5
20-24 yearg--=-emmmmmm————— 4.8 9.0
25-29 years-—=-c-mmcmmmmm—— 2.9 6.5
30-34 yearg--—--=—=-c—c-eemo- 2.7 6.5
35-39 years-—-—---=e-mmcumu 2.9 5.8
40 years and over ---------- 3.0 5.7

There is a considerably higher proportion of fetal deaths at
all ages among the illegitimate group than is the case with
respect to live births. This is especially true of ages 20 and
over where the percentages for fetal deaths are about
double those for live births.

The fetal death ratio for the illegitimate group exceeded
that for the legitimate by 58.1 percent for whites but only
8.0 percent for nonwhites. However, for both whites and
nonwhites, fetal death ratios were h1gher for the illegitimate
in each age interval.

Fetal deaths by sex and plurality

Fetal deaths and rates per 1,000 live births and fetal
deaths by plurality, sex, and color in 1959 are given in
table 4-D. Plural births make up about 2 percent of all
births, and those occurring in multiples of three or more
are rare, Also, fetal deaths constitute a considerably
higher proportion of these deliveries than is the case with
single births. For these reasons, a specific fetal death
rate—the number of fetal deaths among plural births per
1,000 plural births (live births and fetal deaths)—is & better
measure of the fetal loss in these groups than the ratios
used in the tables where plurality was not a factor. Inspec-
tion of the last two columns of this table shows that death
rates among male fetuses were appreciably greater than
among female in all color and plurality groups. The rate
of 16.7 for all males is 11.3 percent higher than the rate of
15.0 shown for all females. The rate for white males is
9.8 percent and for nonwhite males 17.6 percent above the
comparable rates for females. Differences in rate by sex
are  highest among single born and practically dlsappear in
multiple births of triplets or more.

Considerable differences atre to be found in rates for
single and plural births. The fetal death rate for twins
was nearly three times, and for other plural deliveries,
over five times as high as that for single deliveries. These
differences affect males and females in about the same
proportion. The highest rates noted in table 4-D are those
for nonwhite fetal deaths among other plural deliveries,
that is, above twins. The rate of 153.1 per 1,000 births
in this group is six times as large as the rate for single
deliveries among nonwhites,

4-3

One in each forty-six liveborn, infants in 1959 was a
product of a plural delivery. In contrast to this, fetal deaths
among plural deliveries represented one-seventeenth of the
total number of fetal deaths.

Fetal deaths by urban-rural and metropolitan-
nonmetropolitan areas

Table 4-F shows fetal death frequencies and ratios
for white and nonwhite, by selected gestavion intervals for
different aggregates of the population. The United States
has been divided into metropolitan and nonmetropolitan
counties, the metropolitan counties being those containing
at least one city of 50,000 inhabitants or more in 1950, and
those contiguous counties that are socially and economically
integrated with the city. All other counties are nonmetro-
politan. This dichotomy has been superimposedon the stand-
ard urban-rural classification used in the past, in which
each incorporated place of 2,500 population or more is an
urban area, and all remaining areas areclassifiedas rural.

Fetal death ratios were lowest in rural areasin metro-
politan counties. Such areas are often suburban rather
than rural in character. Next in rank were urban places
in nonmetropolitan counties. Rural nonmetropolitan areas
ranked third and the highest rates of the four location
classes occurred in urban areas of metropolitan counties.
This order was the same for whites. For nonwhites, the
rates in both classes of metropolitan counties were lower
than those found in nonmetropolitan counties. The lowest
rates among nonwhites were those for the rural areas in
metropolitan counties. Rural areas as a whole showed
lower rates for whites and higher for nonwhites than did
urban areas. These comparisons are for the United States.

Fetal death ratios by State

Fetal death ratios by geographic divisions and States,
by color, are shown for each of the years 1955 to 1959 in
table 4-G, Fetal mortality ratios for States are of principal
interest for comparing levels of mortality, but use of the
data for this purpose is somewhat circumscribed by limita-
tions relating to comparability.

Limitations on the comparability of State data, as
indicated earlier, are produced by differences in complete-
ness of reporting of fetal deaths and in registration require-
ments. Another qualification, which is associatedwith varia-
tions in reporting requirements, concerns the effect of
including the ‘‘not stated’’ gestation group. Inclusion of these
fetal deaths in computing the ratios in table 4-G tends to
overstate the ratios for areas having registration of all
fetal deaths in comparison with those for areas with more
limited registration. In order to provide some measure
of the effect of this factor, ratios adjusted to take account
of the overstatement are given in a footnote to the table.
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Fetal death ratios by color for each State and geographic
division for the latest 5 years shown in table 4-G indicate
that the ratio for New England declined 10.6 percent in
1959, reversing the sharp increase shown by this division
in 1958. Moderate declines were registered in each of the
other divisions except the South Atlantic where the ratio
of 18.5 in 1959 was about the same as that recorded for
1958. The rate for whites in 1959 was unchanged from the
previous year in the South Atlantic and the Pacific Divisions,

INTRODUCTION

and declined in each of the other divisions. The record
with respect to nonwhites was not consistent, declines
having taken place in five divisions and increases in the
other four.

Of the 49 registration areas for which comparable
rates are given in table 4-G, declines in rates occurred in
1959 in 32 and increases in 14, and in 3 areas the rate
remained the same as in 1958. Rates for Alaska were
not available by residence before 1959.
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Table 4-A.  Minimum Period of Gestation for Which Fetal Death Registration
is Required and Fetal Deaths by Period of Gestation: United States and
Each State, 1959

(By place of occurrence)

PERICD OF GESTATION®

e Minimm pericd of gestation for which ;—;:23 e

Zetal death seglstration is requized | gogupg || UDdeT 11609 |20-25 |24-27 |28-3 [s2-35 | 36 |s7-390 | 40 [41-42 |veeks | wot

weeks weeks |weeks |[weeks |weeks |weeks weeks |weeks weeks | weeks and. stated
- over

92,566 || 19,511 ] 4,442 | 7,489 | 7,067 | 7,336 | 8,134 | 4,944 | 7,174 [15,0%0| 1,972 91z | 8,543
Advanced through 5th month (20 weeks) 1,792 4 7 128 198 193 180 149 136 523 13 8 245
Advanced through 5th month {20 weeks) 93 - 1 7 13 21 5 14 22 - 1 1
Advanced to 20th week 505 1 9 S0 60 58 59 33 62 145 13 8 9
All periods of gestation® 696 & 11 33 57 67 53 48 39 196 9 5 170
Advanced to 20th week 4,721 10 52 310 433 462 659 242 823 275 308 178 973
ALl pericds of gestation 2,277 2,312 259 78 92 58 7 51 66 108 17 4 156
20 weeks 704 1 =3 76 84 85 101 53 20 1s5 19 9 25
After 20 weeks 159 - - 19 20 13 21 9 23 49 1 1 3
After Sth month 548 3 7 38 41 &6 ar 2L 82 27 32 25 a8
Floridaeecmwmemonmomeonuan= Advanced to 20th week 1,917 1 5 202 243 250 242 210 157 549 23 19 g
Georglammmmmmmmmmnmm—n—~-~ | All periocds of gestation 3,729 21,287 299 333 237 261 206 197 189 515 29 17 179
Tdahommee cncmmcnmwmmn mmeme | After 20 weeks 203 - - 13 25 20 22 1 23 29 5 2 57
Illinod Advanced to 5th month (20 weeks) 3,494 5 33 383 443 351 487 283 337 | 1,037 78 40 17
Indi 20 weeks 1,605 1 iz 135 147 163 168 110 163 408 37 14 241
Tov Advenced to Sth month (20 weeks) 764 - 3 &6 85 64 100 64 9 166 32 14 94
After 20 weeks 683 2 ki 70 &7 91 96 57 89 154 32 9 8
20 weeks 1,169 1 2 89 106 131 125 103 103 359 22 7 121
Louisia After 20 weeks 1,547 1 2L 1L 170 223 196 170 178 434 18 [ 19
A1l periocds of gestation 457 3g9 35 33 34 3L 33 22 27 61 10 a 94
20 weeks' 1,220 40 25 S0 64 64 98 3L 95 3 44 33 645
20 weeks 1,520 -— -— —_— -— —_— — —_— — ——— -_— - | 1,520
After 20 weeks 2,971 k] 24 254 330 355 386 25¢ 341 738 76 29 175
After 20 weeks 1,183 61, iz L 87 113 154 e6 lag 224 49 19 218
All periods of gestation 2,634 8739 225 252 135 208 | 158 94 97 551 10 2 162
Missouri-—e-—m—. After 20 weeks 1,588 7 33 175 180 172 191 139 164 312 48 23 97
Mon After 20 weeks 228 - 2 13 24 i3 36 i8 31 S52 9 2 28
b S months 458 - 2 62 35 54 52 30 57 72 19 6 69
Nevada~-—me—m- After 20 weeks 105 1 1 15 iz 8 18 10 8 19 3 2 10
New Hempshire. Advanced to 20th week * 173 - - 15 g 16 24 19 30 3L % 4 21
New Jersey-—--- After 20 weeks 1,940 9 25 194 198 221 229 138 217 464 83 30 155
New Mexico-. Advanced to 20th week 401 - 5 40 34 33 52 26 42 28 7 4 60
New York (excl., N.Y.C. 20 weeks 2,869 25 300 295 318 414 21 388 710 96 30 77
All periods of gestation 22,656 || 214,851 | 2,183 | 1,280 688 524 563 144 539 228 278 128 | 1,250
Advanced to 20th week 2,157 .3 4 204 240 250 270, 170 198 47 33 12 26
North Dakota--weweuama-. Advenced to 20th week 217 - 6 14 16 27 34 21 33 53 9 2 2
Ohio--. 20 weeks 3,579 21 97 417 361 367 419 270 358 702 84 32 451
Oklehos After 20 weeks 691 3 5 27 54 64 65 46 47 177 ) 5 193
A1) pericds of gestation 1,257 3511 106 95 51 59 75 40 47 87 14 6 66
After 16 weeks 4,810 [} 668 709 487 480 SOL 508 444 | 1,003 136 44 1z
After 20 weeksS 429 127 39 24 20 29 44 21 31 B2 9 10 13
Advanced to 20th week 1,218 7 8 86 118 165 142 25 82 405 12 2 93
After 20 weeks® 491 184 36 41 28 25 32 25 30 64 13 5 7
After 20 weeks 1,427 - 2 149 is8 156 188 111 109 536 18 2 2
After 20 weeks 4,043 14 33 353 397 484 473 375 392 1,083 71 37 351
After 20 weeks 304 - 4 3L 24 20 37 26 39 56 7 5 55
ALl periods of gestation 332 S146 25 21 14 16 18 6 23 25 4 4 30
Advanced to 20th week 1,720 2 30 186 207 187 218 151 115 524 42 30 27
After 20 weeks 780 2 12 68 86 88 100 77 117 171 26 1 32
5 months” 727 K] 16 85 S8 83 66 47 66 185 13 10 113
After 20 weeks 1,261 1 4 119 27 121 142 17 201 31z 68 8 31
After 20 weeks 119 - 1 i1 13 7 iz 36 3 4 10

lperiod of gestation reported in months allocated to gestation interval inweeks as follows: 1-3 months to "Under 16 weeks"; 4 months to "16-19 weeks"; 5 months to "20-23
weeks"; 6 months to "24-27 weeks"; 7 months to "28.31 weeks"; 8 months to "32-35 weeks"; 9 months to "40 weeks"; 10 months to "43 weeks and over.”
2The reporting, however , appears to be chiefly limited to fetal deaths at gestations of 20 weeks or more.
®For areas which require reporting of fetal deaths at all periods of gestation, those at gestations of under 16 weeks are distributed as follows:

Under ¢ weeks 4.7 weeks
Colorado 14 218
Georgi-——mmm-. 24 272
Melnersmeaamme= <L 7
Mississippi-- 1 147
New York City- 365 2,485
Oregon-—-- 7 93
Vermont-~ 2 18

8-11 weeks 12.15 weeks

644 436
539 452

3L 30

309 272
7,021 4,980
290 221

84 42

“Further specified that at 20 weeks "fetus averages 10 inches in length, 9 cunces in weight.”
SKlso states "It is asked, but not required, that all stillbirths be reported irrespective of the month of uterogestation.”

Sprior to July 1, 1959.reporting of fetal deaths at 211 periods of gestation was required.

Trurthex specified "or total lenmgth of 10 inches.”
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Table 4-B.  Fetal Deaths and Fetal Death Ratios by Color: Birth-Registration
States, 1922- 32, and United States, 1933-59

{Data refer only to fetal deaths occurring within the specified area. Ratios per 1,000 hive births in specified group}

ALL FETAL DEATHS REPORIED REGARDLESS OF PERIOD OF GESTATION |FETAL DEATHS AT GESTATIONS OF 20 WEEKS CRMORE AND NOT STATED

AREA AND YEAR

Number Ratio Number Ratio
Total White Nonwhite | Total White Nonwhite | Total White Nonwhite | Total White Nonwhite
UNITED STATES*

92,566 67,993 24,573 21.8 18.9 38.0 68,613 50,911 17,702 16.2 14.2 27.3
92,873 68,970 23,903 22.1 19.3 37.9 69,355 51,969 17,386 16.5 14.5 27.5
92,681 69,518 23,163 21.8 139.2 36.6 69,581 52,591 18,870 18.3 14.5 26.8
92,282 69,227 23,055 22.2 19.5 37.3 68,659 51,865 16,794 16.5 14.8 27.2
91,907 69,174 22,733 22.7 20.0 38.6 69,153 52,411 16,742 17.1 15.2 28.¢
92,144 70,043 2,101 22.9 20.3 38.5 70,108 53,532 16,577 17.5 15.5 28.8
86,313 65,636 20,677 22.1 19.6 37.9 69,393 53,252 16,141 17.8 15.9 29.6
85,548 64,702 20,847 2z2.2 13.5 39.8 70,447 53,541 16,906 18.3 6.1 32.2
84,696 64,629 20,067 22-8 20.0 39.1 70,589 54,071 16,4968 13.8 16.7 32.1
81, 300 62,092 19,208 22.9 20.3 39.2 68,262 52,319 15,943 19.2 17.1 32.5
81,489 62,598 18,890 22.9 20.3 39.7 70,584 54,114 16,470 19.8 17.5 34.6
83,021 64,282 18,758 23.5 20.9 41.3 72,838 56,232 16,606 20.8 18.3 36.5
87,831 69,013 18,818 23.7 21.1 44.2 77,917 81,072 16,845 21.1 18.7 39.6
84,270 87,677 16,593 25.6 2%.2 44.2 74,849 59,494 15,355 22.8 20.¢ 40.9
72,854 57,690 15,164 26.6 24.1 44.6 65,515 51,242 14.271 23.9 21.4 42.0
75,495 60,053 15,442 27.0 24.5 4.4 68,374 ——— ——— 24.5
78,485 62,776 15,709 26.7 24.2 46.2 71,873 24.5
79,174 63,301 15,873 28.2 25.5 49.3 72,017 25.6
75,133 58,4867 16,666 29.9 26.5 54.0 --- -— -— —— —— -
73,802 57,220 16,582 31.3 27.7 56.7 - —-— -— —— ——— -—
72,598 55,89C 16,706 32.0 28.2 59.0 -—= --- ——— -——= -— —-—
73,467 56,306 17,161 32.1 28.1 81.1
73,809 56,242 17,287 33.4 29.2 83.2
73,735 56,156 17,579 34.4 29.8 66.9
77.11¢ 58,767 18,352 35.8 31.1 88.7

198 m e e e 78,503 59,643 18,880 36.2 31.4 70.1

1933 - 77,089 58,749 18,310 37.0 32.2 71.1 —— —— -—- —-= = -—

BIRTH-REGISTRATION STATES

1932 ~-mmm e e e e e e e T8, 001 59,0641 18,710 37.8 32.7 74.4 -
80,618 62,417 18,199 38.2 33.4 74.1
86,465 66,440 20,026 39.2 34.0 79.9
8E,673 66,124 13,554 59.5 24.4 79.7 ——— ——— ——— -—— ——
89,765 69,317 20,448 40.2 35.0 81.5 -— ——— -— -—= —— -—
82,931 67,056 15,875 8.8 34.8 74.8 -——— —— _—
70,716 59,842 10,874 8.1 5.1 73.0
71,513 80,762 10,757 38.1 35.1 73.1
75,817 63,029 12,788 39.3 35.8 76.2
69,757 58,082 10,663 8.9 35.9 71.8 ——
72,010 53,329 10,681 33.4 36.4 73.4 -— -— -—- - —-— -—

1Beginning with 1959, includes Alaska.
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Table 4-C. Number and Percentage Distribution of Fetal Deaths by Age of
Mother, for Specified Periods of Gestation: Selected Areas Combined, 1959

(By place of résidence. Includes fetal deaths reported for areas in the United States which required the registration of all fetal deaths, regardless of penod of gestation.
These areas are Colorado, Georgia, Maine, Mississippi, New York City, Oregon, and Vermont)

NUMEER PERCENT
b
AGE OF MOTHER Period of geststion Period of gestdtion
Total Total
Under 20 20 weeks Not Under 20 20 weeks Not
weeks and over stated weeks and. over stated
TORAL~~ 31,990 21,112 9,018 1,860 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Under 15 yeer 81 38 40 3 0.3 0.2 0.4 0.2
15-19 yeer 2,700 1,526 1,009 165 8.5 7.3 1.3 . 9.1
20-24 year 8,515 5,772 2,276 467 26.9 27.6 25.6 25.8
25-29 years: 8,384 5;177 2,114 493 26.5 27.6 23.8 27.3
3034 yea: 6,334 4,205 1,784 545 20.0 20.1 20.1 19.1
35-39 year : 4,086 2,621 1,208 237 12.9 12.5 13.6 13.1
40-44 yeax 1,389 886 420 a3 44 4.2 4.7 4.6
45 years and over 160 102 44 14 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.8
Not stated. 361 i8s 123 53 .e ene eee .

2fxcludes fetal deaths for which age of mother was mot stated.

Table 4-D. Fetal Deaths and Fetal Death Rates, by Plurality of Birth, Color,
and Sex: United States, 1959

(Data refer only to fetal deaths occurring within the United States, including Alaska, for which the period of gestation was given as 20 weeks or more or was not stated.
Rates per 1,000 live births and fetal deaths in specified group)

NUMBER RATE®
PLURALITY OF BIRTE AND COLOR
Sex not
Total Meale Female stated Total Male Female

TOTAL: 68,613 35,085 23,911 3,647 15.9 16.7 15.0

Fetel deaths in single deliveris 64,649 33,038 28,101 3,510 15.3 16.1 14.4
Fetal deaths in twin deliveri 3,843 1,859 1,756 izs 4246 44.5 40.6
Fetal deaths in other plural deliveri: 121 S8 54 9 89.7 90.1 89.3
Whit 50,911 26,036 22,451 2,424 14.0 1.6 13.3
Fetal deaths in single deliveri 48,073 24,578 21,159 2,336 13.4 141 12.8
Fetal deaths in twin deliverd 2,764 1,419 1,258 86 3B8.4 40.2 36.5
Fetal deaths in other plural deliveri 74 39 33 2 71.0 73.3 68.5
Nonwhi 17,702 9,018 7,460 1,223 26.8 28.7 24.4
Fetal deeths in single deliveri 16,576 8,460 6,942 1,174 25.6 27.8 23.4
Petal deeths in twin delliveri 1,079 540 497 42 59.0 6l.2 56.8
Fetal deaths in other plural deliveri 47 19 21 7 153.1 154.9 151.5

APigures for "Sex not stated" ave distributed.
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INTRODUCTION

Table 4-E. Fetal Deaths and Fetal Death Ratios, by Legitimacy Status, Age
of Mother, and Color: Total of 35 Reporting States, 1959

Data refer only to fetal deaths occurring within the reporiing area for which the period of gestation was given as 20 weeks or more or was not
stated Ratios per 1,000 live births in specified group. For States reporting legitimacy status, see table 3-V in section 3)

(By place of residence.

NUMBER RATIOP
AGE OF MOTHER AND COLOR

Total [egiti.matel Illegitimate Total Dagitimatel Illegltimate
DOPAL mmm == = m = mm e m e o e e e e e i e 45,976 41,790 4,186 15.8 15.2 26.0
Under 15 year ——— l4az 33 109 28.4 21.9 3L.2
15-19 year: —_— - 5,449 4,225 1,224 13.7 12.6 19.7
20-24 year: 11,413 10, 389 1,024 11.9 11.4 2l.4
2529 FOBYE = mmm e e e e e e e e e 10,148 9,485 663 13.8 13.3 29.3
30-34 years-———-—--emmcmmmnn cmmmee —— 8,878 8,302 576 138.0 18.3 42.5
35-39 year: 6,586 6,201 385 27.1 26.3 8§2.1
40 years and OVer————— = e e e e e 2,814 2,855 159 43.2 42.0 78.3
Not stated---— - 546 500 46 - . res
Whit e e e 33,427 32,283 1,144 13.7 13.8 21.5
Under 15 year ————— 49 23 26 26.8 22.8 31.8
15-19 YEAXS === e e e e e e e e e e 3,545 3,207 358 11.8 1.2 16.3
20-24 ORI m o e e e 8,575 8,273 302 10.8 10.4 17.8
25-29 YEars-m-n—momcamnn —— 7,55¢ 7,362 172 12.0 11.9 25.7
30-34 year: 6,420 6,290 130 16.2 16.0 34.5
B5=B9 JERI S =t =t et e e e e e e e e e s e e e 4,810 4,699 111 23.3 23.0 46.1
40 years and over ——— 2,080 2,032 48 37.8 37.3 63.7
Not stated - o e e e e e e 414 397 17 e aee -
Noowhit 12,549 9,507 3,042 26.7 26.2 28.3
Under 15 year: 93 10 83 29.3 20.0 3l.1
15-19 year: - 1,904 1,018 888 20.5 19.8 21.5
20-24 year: 2,838 2,116 722 19.5 18.4 23.8
25-29 year e ——————————— - 2,614 2,123 491 24.5 23.4 30.8
B0-34 YEALSmrrm ommmmmmmmmmma <o e —— 2,458 2,012 446 35.0 33.3 45.6
35-39 year: 1,776 1,502 274 48.3 47.2 55.0
40 years and over -— 734 823 11 73.9 72.0 87.0
Not stated 132 103 29 .

;’Includes legitimacy not stated.

Figures for age of mother not stated are distributed.
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Table 4-F. Fetal Deaths and Fetal Death Ratios, by Period of Gestation and
Color, for Metropolitan and Nonmetropolitan Counties in the United

‘States and Each Geographic Division; and for Urban and Rural Areas
in the United States: 1959

(By place of residence. Data refer only to fetal deaths occurring within the United States, including Alaska, for which the period of gestation was given as 20 weeks or more
or was not stated. Ratios per 1,000 live births of all gestations in specified area and color group. For definitions of areas, see text in section 1 of this Volume)

NUMEER RATIO
AREA AND COLOR Period of gestation Period of gestation
Total Total
20-27 28 weeks 20-27 28 weeks
weeks and over Not stated weeks and over Not stated
UNLTED STATES™: 67,102 14,5860 45,483 7,059 16.2 3.5 11.0 1.7
White-ennn 49,478 10,237 33,925 5,316 1.2 2.9 9.7. 1.5
Nonwhites 17,624" 4,323 11,558 1,743 27.4 6.7 18.0 2.7
Urb 41,418 9,801 27,112 4,505 17.0 4.0 1.1 1.8
Whitemmm-m- 29,835 6,546 19,715 3,274 1.8 3.3 9.9 1.6
Nonwhite-- 11,883 3,255 7,397 1,231 27.1 7.4 16.9 2.8
Rural: 25,684 4,759 18,37 2,554 15.2 2.8 10.9 1.5
Whites-w-- 19,943 3,691 14,210 2,042 13.4 2.5 9.5 1.4
Nonwhite- 5,741 1,068 4,181 512 28.1 5.2 20.3 2.5
Metropoliten counti 39,652 9,464 26,104 4,084 16.3 5.9 10.7 1.7
Whitemmemu 29,223 6,538 19,711 2,974 14.3 3.2 9.7 1.5
Nomwhite- 10,429 2,926 6,393 1,110 26.6 7.5 16.3 2.8
Urb: 31,216 7,772 20,140 3,504 17.6 4.4 1.3 1.9
White---m= 21,727 5,032 14,403 2,292 is.2 3.5 10.1 1.6
Nonwhite-- 9,489 2,740 5,137 1,002 27.0 7.8 18.3 2.9
Rural. 8,436 1,692 5,964 780 1z.8 2.6 9.1 1.2
White----- 7,496 1,506 5,308 682 12.2 2.4 8.6 1.1
R Nonwhite-- 940 186 656 o8 22.8 4.5 1.0 2.4
Nonmetropolitan counti 27,450 5,096 19,379 2,975 16.2 3.0 1l.4 1.8
VWhite-=m== 20,255 3,699 14,214 2,342 14.0 2.8 9.8 1.6
Nomwhite-~ 7,195 1,397 5,165 633 28.7 5.5 20.6 2.5
Urb: 10,202 2,029 6,972 1,201 15.5 3.1 10.6 1.8
White-mw-n 7,808 1,514 5,312 982 13.6 2.6 9.3 1.7
Nonwhite-- 2,394 515 1,660 219 27.5 5.9 19.1 2.5
Rural 17,248 3,067 12,407 1,774 16.7 3.0 1z.0 1.7
White----- 12,447 || - 2,185 8,902 1,360 14.3 2.5 10.2 1.6
Nonwhite-- 4,801 882 3,505 414 29.4 5.4 21.5 2.5
NEW ENGLAND™ 1,668 332 1,133 223 13.7 2.7 9.2 1.8
White--mmn 1,581 311 1,053 217 13.5 2.7 9.0 1.8
Nonwhite-- 87 21 60 6 21.0 5.1 1z.5 1.5
Met: 1iten counti 872 183 812 77 13.0 2.7 8.1 1.1
Whitee=== 798 163 562 13 12.5 2.8 8.8 1.1
. . Nonwhite-- 74 20 50 4 21.8 5.9 14,7 1.2
Liten countl 796 149 5001 146 14.7 2.8 T 9.3 2.7
VWhite-rm~—m 783 148 49) 144 1a.7 2.8 g.2 2.7
Nonwhite-- 13 1 10 2 17.7 1.4 13.8 2.7
MIDDLE ATLANTIC 14,492 4,135 8,855 1,501 19.6 5.6 12.0 2.0
Whitgee==- 11,214 2,959 7,294 961 17.3 4.6 1.2 1.5
Nonwhite-- 3,277 1,176 1,561 540 36.8 13.2 17.5 8.1
Metropoliten countd 12,521 3,71 7,381 1,429 20.5 6.1 1z2.1 2.3
Whitemmemm 9,328 2,548 5,881 898 7.7 4.8 1.z 1.7
Nonwhite-- 3,193 1,162 1,500 31 37.8 13.7 17.7 6.3
Nonmetropolitan counti 1,970 424 1,474 72 15.3 3.3 1.5 0.8
Whitgmm=mm 1,886 410 1,413 63 1s5.2 3.3 1.4 0.5
Nonwhite-- 84 12 6L 2 19.0 3.2 13.8 2.0
EAST NORTH CENTRAL- 12,768 2,742 9,104 gz2 14.5 3.1 10.3 1.0
White--mw- 10,529 2,125 7,592 812 15.4 2.7 9.7 1.0
Nonwhite-- 2,239 617 1,512 110 22.8 6.3 15.4 1.1
Metropolitan counti 8,651 1,966 6,160 525 14.8 3.4 10.5 0.9
White~---- 6,580 1,381 4,760 | . 439 13.4 2.8 9.7 0.9
Nonwhite-- 2,071 585 1,400 86 22.6 6.4 15.3 0.¢
Nonmetropolitan countil 4,117 716 2,944 397 13.8 2.6 9.8 1.3
White--t-= 3,949 744 2,832 373 13.5 2.5 9.7 1.3
Nonwhite-- le8 32 11z 24 25.2 4.8 16.8 3.6
WEST NORTH CENTRAI- 5,022 942 35,586 494 13.5 2.5 8.6 1.3
White~en== 4,516 821 3,227 468 12.9 2.3 9.2 1.3
Nonwhite-- 508 121 359 26 21.9 5.2 15.5 1.1
Metropoliten countl 2,287 470 1,645 172 3.7 2.8 9.9 1.0
1,913 375 1,380 158 iz.8 2.5 9.2 1.1
374 95 265 14 21.7 5.5 15.4 0.8
Nenmetropolitan counti 2,735 472 1,940 3e2 13.2 2.3 9.4 1.8
2,603 446 1,847 310 13.0 2.2 9.2 1.5
. 132 ~26 94 1z 22.3 4.4 15.9 2.0
SOUTE ATLANTIC- 11,659 2,418 8,038 1,202 18.5 3.8 1z2.7 1.8
White-=mmn * 6,361 1,265 4,352 744 14.3 2.9 9.8 1.7
N Norwhite-- 5,298 1,154 3,686 458 28.2 6.1 18.6 2.4
Metropoliten counti 4,870 1,062 3,151 657 17.0 3.7 1.0 2.3
White-~m== 2,856 589 1,831 436 13.9 2.9 8.9 2.1
Nonwhite-- 2,014 473 1,320 221 25.2 5.9 16.5 2.8
Litan countl 6,789 1,357 4,887 545 19.7 3.9 14.1 1.8
White-—-=- 3,505 676 2,521 308 14.8 2.8 10.8 1.3
Nonwhite-- 3,284 681 2,366 237 30.4 6.3 21.9 2.2

dgxcludes date for Massachusetts. This Stete did not require the reporting of period of gestation;
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Table 4-F.

INTRODUCTION
Fetal Deaths and Fetal Death Ratios, by Period of Gestation and

Color, for Metropolitan and Nonmetropolitan Counties in the United
States and Fach Geographic Division; and for Urban and Rural Areas

in the United States: 1959—Continued

(By place of residence, Data refer only to fetal deaths occurring within the United States, including Alaska, for which the period of gestation was given as 20 weeks or more
or was not stated. Ratios per 1,000 live births of all gestations i specified area and color group. For definitions of areas, see text in section 1 of this Volume}

ABEA AND COLOR

RUMBER

Period ol eotation

Period of gestation

Tolal Total

CHowerke
Not statod Not stated

4 and over
EAST SOUTH CENTRAL- ', 995 1.0 4,000 4.0 4.2 1.8
o,150 M Ry o} 2.9 lo.4 1.4
o805 LB o, b4 8.5 23.1 z.6
Metropoclitan counties: 1,854 4l 1,508 4.0 12.8 0.9
ELT 210 7ol 5.0 S.6 0.7
SN v b7 6.5 20.3 1.5
Nonmetropolitan counties 4,141 764 4.0 l14.9 2.2
2,168 107 o 20.9 1.8
1,979 o077 6.5 24.6 3.1
WEST SOUTH CENTRAL---- 6,900 1,187 4,93 7o, .7 11.5 1.7
4,575 749 a7 Ly z.2 9.6 1.8
2, et 158 1,708 17y 4.8 18.6 2.0
Metropolitan countles: 3,227 [ &,350 ez .6 3.1 11.4 1.1
2,165 409 1,583 17C .1 2.5 1 9.6 1.0
1,062 229 775 50 Ne) 5.4 is.2 1.4
Nonmetropolitan countiecs: 25,675 049 2,64 ) .3 2.4 11.7 2.2
2,410 s40 1,089 741 .7 19 9.6 2.2
1,263 209 J35 11y .7 4.2 “ 19.0 2.4

|

MOUNTALN. 2,048 5435 1.850 =80 .3 29 8.9 2.1
2,015 480 1,483 462 -7 2.8 8.8 2.1
28 EM 247 28 -6 3.4 10.7 2.0
Metropolitan counties: 877 208 508 115 ) 3.3 8.9 1.8
818 1u0 Slo Z 2] 3.2 8.7 1.¢
Sy 16 4C 3 £ 4.8 11.¢ 0.9
Nonmetropolitan counties 1,666 27 1,074 e S| P 9.0 2.2
1,497 290 Uo7 M) -7 2.6 8.8 2.2
16y 57 1u7 b Bl v.6 10.3 2.4
PACIFIC-~--~ 6,356 1,068 5,u17 1,07z 2.0 8.4 2.3
£,257 Y5 3,446 906 2.1 8.2 2.1
799 16l 471 157 3.5 0.2 3.6
Metropolitan countres 4,493 8ug Z, 908 780 2.3 8.4 2.3
5,801 6€7 2,457 037 2.2 8.1 2.1
692 14l 408 14o 3.7 10.8 3.7
Nonmetropolitan counties 1,865 2Ly L,ol2 S0 .l 8.3 2.4
1,456 2ub 940 L6U 2.1 8.3 2.4
107 20 635 22 2.5 8.1 3.1




Table 4-G. Fetal Death Ratios by Color: United States, Each Division

or was not stated. Ratios per 1,000 live births in specified group. Ratios for frequencies less than 20 are underlined)

FETAL MORTALITY

and State, 1955-59

(By place of residence. Data refer only to fetal deaths occurring within the United States including Alaska, for which the periodof gestation was givenas

4-11

20 weeks or more

1959 1958 1957 1956 1955
AREA
Non- Non- Non~ < Non- Non-
White white Total White white Total Vhite white Total White waite Total White vhite
UNITED STATESY-~---muamw 4.2 27.3 16.5 14.5 27.5 18.3 14.5 26.8 16.5 4.6 27.2 17.% 15.2 28.4
GEOGRAPEIC DIVISIONS
New England-- 13.5 13.3 19.9 15.1 la.8 2z2.2 13.7 13.5 19.8 la.4 1s.2 19.1 15.0 14.8 23.2
Middle Atlantic- 19.6 17.3 36.8 19.8 7.7 35.5 8.7 18.0 33.9 18.9 17.3 32.5 1.2 7.7 33.2
East North Central- 14.5 135.4 22.8 14.9 13.8 23.7 14.9 13.8 23.7 5.1 14.1 23.8 15.5 14.6 22.7
West North Central: 13.5 12.8 21.8 13.9 13.3 23.2 14.0 13.5 22.2 121 13.6 23.0 14.6 13.9 27.0
South Atlantic---- 18.5 14.3 28.2 18.4 14.3 28.1 18.2 14.3 27.3 ls.8 12.6 28.4 19.9 15.4 30.4
East South Central- 20.0 14.8 32.2 20.1 15.1 32.1 20.1 15.4 3.1 20.8 16.2 31.9 20.7 15.7 32.1
West South Central 16.0 13.4 25.4 16.2 13.8 25.1 15.9 13.5 24.6 16.0 13.7 2¢.5 16.8 la.l 26.8
13.9 13.7 16.6 14.6 1.2 19.7 14.3 14.1 18.1 14.9 14.5 20.3 15.7 15.4 20.3
lz.9 12.5 17.3 13.1 12.8 18.6 13.% iz2.5 8.8 13.2 12.8 19.4 4.1 13.5 20.7
Madn 215.0 15.0 1s.9 15.2 15.2 17.7 16.4 16.4 aL.7 17.0 16.9 33.3 18.7 18.6 26.5
New hix 13.1 13.% 25.6 14.1 14.0 la.7 16.2 16.0 S51.7 1l2.6 4.5 23.8 7.8 17.5 [5]
Vexrmon: 217.1 17.2 0 20.4 20.3 41.7 22.0 2z2.0 0 17.6 17.7 [} i8.0 l18.0 o}
M ttE-- 13.2 13.0 18.7 16.4 16.2 2.9 12.6 12.4 16.3 1l4.0 13.8 18.6 4.1 13.8 22.0
Rhode Islend 141 13.7 21.6 13.1 13.0 15.0 14.5 14.5 13.1 16.4 16.3 7.9 16.0 15.8 23.8
| Connecticitemr-mamammeaecccam 12.7 iz.2 2l.4 1l2.2 11.5 24.6 lz2. 12.0 25.1 1z.8. 12.5 19.1 14.0 13.4 25.1
MIDDLE ATLANTIC
New York 223.3 19.9 48,7 23.0 20.1 44.0 22.9 20.4 42.) 2.0 18.7 39.5 20.8 18.6 39.1
New Jersey 15.1 13.8 23.7 15.9 l4.6 25.2 15.7 14.6 23.6 16.0 14.5 27.0 16.9 i5.9 25.1
Pennsylvanig=cesceemencmme————— 16.7 15.4 27.8 17.0 1s5.8 27.7 17.3 18.3 26.8 17.4 18.6 24.6 18.3 7.2 28.6
EAST NORTH CENTRAL )
Chio 14.9 13.9 23.4 14.9 14.1 2l.2 14.8 13.8 23.9 18.5 14.8 23.1 18.5 15.5 25.1
India 13.8 13.0 23.3 14.4 13.4 26.4 14.5 13.6 25.7 14.3 13.3 26.7 15.3 14.5 25.7
I1linod 14.7 13.3 22.2 15.5 13.8 24.7 15.5 14.1 23.2 15.0 13.6 23.1 15.3 14.5 20.3
Mi.chi, 14.9 13.9 22.9 15.4 14.2 24.5 1s5.2 14.0 24.4 15.¢ 14.9 23.8 15.5 14.7 22.8
Wiscongineeemmmmmmmmme—— —————— 1lz2.7 12.3 22.4 12.8 12.5 18.5 13.3 13.0 18.3 13.5 13.1 22.7 13.5 13.1 23.4
WEST NORTH CENTRAL
135.2 13.0 20. 135.0 iz.8 23.4 13.4 13.2 23.3 2.7 12.6 19.5 ls.1 14.0 le.8
1L.7 il.6 1s.2 12.4 12.3 20.7 12.4 12.4 18.5 13.1 13.0 19.1 lz.2 12.1 17.8
15.0 15.7 25.6 15.8 14.3 25.0 16.2 15.3 22.4 16.4 1s5.1 24.9 16.7 14.8 30.2
1.9 1.7 16.3 13.6 13.6 is.2 11.9 11.7 8.8 12.8 12.0 34.6 13.9 15.9 2.9
15.3 14.4 27.5 16.9 17.0 15.2 16.4 15.3 33.1 16.L 15.8 22.3 16.5 15.9 28.6
13.5 13.3 16.6 12.8 12.3 19.5 12.9 12.7 7.2 13.8 13.5 21.3 13.9 13.6 21.1
13.0 12.6 8.8 13.9 13.3 21.9 15.4 12.9 2L.2 13.4 13.1 17.§ 14.7 la.2 24.5
SOUTH ATLANTIC
Delava: 13.9 1.9 22.4 17.4 14.6 29.8 19.5 16.4 34.4 18.0 15.1 32.0 17.4 14.3 32.8
Maryland 16.4 1404 23.0 15.9 13.2 24.8 15.8 13.5 23.6 17.0 15.5 22.3 16.9 15.1 23.3
District of Columbigme--rececaus 1s.2 14.6 20.0 8.1 13.9 17.2 18.7 14.1 21l.4 18.0 13.2 21.2 20.4 16.6 23.5
Virginia 18.3 14.8 28.5 18.2 14.6 28.7 1s8.1 lt.4 28.8 l8.6 lz.9 29.3 19.7 15.8 3L.3
West Virginla-- 16.7 16.1 26.5 17.3 7.1 21.2 16.6 i6.2 22.6 17.0 16.6 24.3 17.8 17.3 2Ll.4
19.3 13.9 30.7 19.7 14.5 30.5 18.5 3.9 27.7 1g.1 13.9 29.8 20.5 15.2 3.2
20.2 12.8 30.4 20.7 13.0 31.1 18.8 12.7 27.1 l1g.8 12.5 29.1 21.0 13.1 30.9
Georgl 221.2 16.1 30.6 20.5 15.2 30.1 21.3 16.0 30.8 21.7 15.7 32.3 25.1 16.5 35.0
Florid 17.0 13.1 27.4 17.0 13.2 27.1 16.8 13.3 25.9 17.0 13.3 26.6 18.8 14.9 28.9
EAST SOUTE CENTRAL
Kentuck 16.1 15.2 25.4 15.9 15.1 24.1 16.9 15.8 27.8 17.4 16.6 25.8 15.3 4.4 25.2
16.5 13.8 25.9 17.7 15.0 27.6 17.5 14.9 26.8 18.0 16.0 25.2 17.8 15.4 26.5
Alab 21.6 15.0 32.6 21.0 14.6 31.7 20.6 15.2 29.4 21.6 15.1 3L.8 22.3 16.5 3l.4
Mesisglpplermr—memcevncmccn——aa 227.2 1B.1 36.8 27.5 1s.86 36.6 27.0 1s.8 35.8 28.3 17.5 38.7 28.7 18.2 36.9
WEST SOUTH CENTRAL
A 1.9 26.9 4.9 10.8 24.7 16.0 1l2.7 23.3 14.8 11.8 21.5 17.0 13.2 25.6
Ioulsl 12.2 24.1 18.0 12.6 .26.4 17.4 12.3 25.3 18.4 13.5 25.8 19.2 13.8 27.3
Oklaho! 1l2.4 20.4 13.3 il1.8 23.4 13.2 l2.3 19.3 14.2 15.5 19.2 14.8 15.1 27.1
by 14.2 27.0 16.3 15.0 24.3 15.8 14.2 25.2 15.7 14.0 25.3 16.2 14.5 26.6
MOUNTAIN
12.7 lz.1 2 13.5 12.7 1l2.2 11.9 13.7 13.4 19.4 lz.6 12.3 17.7
1.5 1%.4 S 12.1 12.0 1.2 il.z2 iz.1 iz.0 18.5 12.3 l2.1 22.6
14.4 14.3 px 15.4 15.2 15.5 15.4 2.8 l2.8 is5.8 12.5 12.7 1.3
216.6 16.5 19.7 17.5 17.3 17.8 17.5 17.5 17.2 25.3 1.9.9 19.9 19.7
13.7 13.8 13.6 14.5 14.0 4.4 14.3 15.4 15.3 18.5 16.6 16.3 18.9
la.2 13.8 17.0 144 13.9 14.0 13.3 15.4 14.4 21.5 16.4 15.2 23.3
11.6 1l.4 15.8 12.4 12.0 1.8 11.8 1z2.2 12.0 24.3 12.7 12.8 18.6
14.3 14.6 12.5 14.3 13.5 1s.9 15.4 156.7 16.7 16.9 15.6 15.4 16.9
11.6 1.2 1s8.2 1.8 1.5 17.3 12.2 1.8 19.6 lz2.2 11.8 20.1 13.3 12.9 23.1
4.7 14.6 18.5 14.4 15.9 32.8 15.3 15.0 27.3 15.5 15.2 27.9 16.7 16.4 27.2
13.0 12.5 17.5 1.1 12.5 18.3 13.0 12.4 18.5 13.2 12.5 18.1 14.0 13.3 20.3
13.5 14.4 11.8 (11..8) (0.9} (3.1)| (10.5) (9.5)] (12.9) (13.8) (13.6)| (2.3)| (35.0) (14.68)] (16.0)

lgxciudes Alsske prior to 1959.

SMaine , Vermont, New York City, Georgiae, Mississippl, Colorado, and Oregon required reporting of all fetal deaths regardless of gestetion period. Since fetal deaths for
which gestation was not stated are included in computing the ratios in this table, ratios for these areas may be overstated as a result of inclusion of some early fetal

deaths from the not stated group.

stated" gestations take account of this: Meine, 12.8; Vermont, 16.0; New York, 20.6; Georgla, 19.9; Mississippi, 25.2; Coloredo, 13.3; and Oregon, 14.2.
equired reporting of all fetal deeths through June 19539, af'ter which the registration requirement was limited to fetal deaths of 20 weeks gestation or more.
‘Figures for 1855-58 are by plece of occurrence.

The following adjusted ratios for 1959 based on fetel deaths at gestations of 20 weeks or more and a proportion of fetal deaths of "not



SECTION 5. LIFE TABLES

The rates of mortality during a specific period may be
summarized by the life table method to obtain measures
of comparative longevity. Two types of life tables—the
generation life table and the current life table—should be

- distinguished. The generation life table provides a *‘longitu-
dinal’’ perspective: it follows the mortality experience of
a cohort from the moment of birth through consecutive
ages in successive calendar years, Based on the age-spe-

_ cific mortality rates of the cobort, which are observed

during respective calendar yearsof exposure, the generation
life table reflects actual mortality experience of the cohort
throughout its lifetime.

The better-known current life table may, by contrast,
be characterized as ‘‘cross-sectional.’’ Unlike the genera-
tion life table, the current life table does not represent
the mortality experience of an actual cohort of persons.
Rather, the current life table assumes a hypothetical cohort,
born during a particular calendar period and subject to the
age-specific mortality rates observed in an actual population
during that same period. Thus, for example, a current life
table for 1959 assumes a hypothetical cohort born in 1959
to be subject throughout its lifetime to the age-specific
mortality rates prevailing in the actual population in 1959.
The current life table may thus be characterizedas render-
ing a “‘snapshot’’ of current mortality experience.?

The life table program

Three series of life tables are prepared inthe National
Office of Vital Statistics (NOVS): complete, abridged, and
provisional life tables, Complete life tables for the United
States population, which are based on decennial census data
and deaths for a 3-year period about the census year, have
been prepared at 10-year intervals since 1900-1902.

In response to a growing number of requests for post-
censal life table values, a series of abridged life tables
was initiated in 1945, Available annually since that year,
the abridged life tables are based on deaths occurring
during the calendar year and midyear postcensal population
estimates provided by the U.S. Bureau of the Census.
Whereas complete life table values are calculated for single
years of age, abridged life table values are presented for
age groupings. Refinements in both the techniques for esti-
mating population and the methods for constructing abridged

1In the remainder of this report, the term "life tabler”
will be used to refer to the current life table only and not
to the generation life table.

life tables® permit the preparation of abridged life tables
which provide reasonably accurate data on current trends
in expectation of life and survivorship. The 19435 abridged life
tables were prepared for white and nonwhite males and
females. Since 1946, abridged life tables for the total popu-
Jation have also been available, and, since 1957, abridged
life. tables have also been calculated for total males and
total females, irrespective of color. Starting with 1959,
additional abridged life tables are being published for total
whites and total nonwhites, irrespective of sex.

The demand for information regarding up-to-date life
table values has been responsible for the introduction of a
third series: provisional life tables. Starting with 1958,
estimated abridged life tables have been published, for
the total population only, in Part 2 of the Annual Summary,
Monthly Vital Statistics Report. Values in these life tables
are based on population estimates provided by the U.S...
Bureau of the Census and on the estimated number of deaths
derived from the Current Mortality Sample (CMS). The CMS
is a 10-percent sample of death certificates received each
month in vital statistics offices; the sample is taken by

.selecting 1 out of 10 of the death certificates received

between two dates a month apart.

Life table values

Basic sources of data used in the preparation of the
United States life tables for 1959 are regular mortality
tabulations of the National Office of Vital Statistics and
unpublished estimates of the populations by age, color, and
sex prepared by the U.S. Bureau of the Census. (For these
populations, see table 1-L in section 1 of this volume.)

Expectation of life.—Perhaps the best known of the life
ta‘b)le statistics are the estimates of expectation of life
(e x)’ which indicate the average remaining lifetime, in
years, to persons who have attained a given age (¥). Values
of expectation of life at specified ages in 1959 are shown for
the total United States population, total males, and total
females in table 5-A, and for total whites, white males,
white females, total nonwhites, nonwhite males, andnonwhite
females in table 5-B.

——

2Abridged life tables for the years 1945 to 1952 were cal-
culated according to the Greville method. See "Method of Con-
structing the Abridged Life Tables for the United States,
1949, " by Thomas N. E. Greville, National Office of Vital
Statistiecs, Vital Statistics—Special Reports, Vol. 33, No.
15, 1953. Since 1953, a revised method developed in NOVS has
been employed.

5-1



5-2 INTRODUCTION

Of the range of expectation of life measures, the most
widely utilized is ghe average duration of life or expectation
of life at birth (e 0). This measure represents the average

number of years that the members of the life table cohort,
at the time of birth, may expect to live, In other words, it
is the average age at death of the life table cohort. Based on
the mortality experience of the population during 1959,
the expectation of life at birthis 67.3 years for white males,
73.9 for white females, 60.9 for nonwhite males, and 66.2
for nonwhite females. These values reflect the higher mor-
tality of males over females and of nonwhites over whites.
Expectation of life at birth for white females is 6.6 years
longer than that for white males, and the corresponding
excess for nonwhite females is 5.3 years. It may be noted,
however, that despite the greater general longevity of
females over males, the differential in expectation of life

. o
at birth as between color groups is so great, that e 0 for

white males exceeds that for nonwhite femalesby 1.1 years.

Expectation of life at birth is weighted considerably by
the relatively large number of deaths occurring during the
first year of life. In comparing the mortality experiences of
two (or more) populations, it is sometimes preferable to
consider expectation of life at age 1 (eo 1 ), since this

measure is not affected by the infant mortality rate, In%eed,
as shown in tables 5-A and S—B,\\eol\is higher than e 0 in

all population groups; those persons who survive the hazards
of infancy exhibit an increase in the average number of
years of life remaining over the number expected when
they were 1 year younger. The 1959 values of expectation
of life at age 1 are 68.2 years for white males, 74.4 for
white females, 63.0 for nonwhite males, and 68.0 for non-
white females. The increase in expectation of life at age 1
over that at age 0 is substantial for nonwhite males and
females (2.1 and 1.8 years, respectively) but considerably
smaller for white males and females (0.9 and 0.5 year,
respectively), and this reflects the higher infant mortality
experience of the nonwhite population.

Values of expectation of life at specified older ages are
also readily accessible from the life table. It may be of
interest for certain purposes, for example, to examine
average remaining lifetime at ages 20 and 65, These ages
may be regarded as representing, respectively, the attain-
ment of manhood and womanhood and the minimum retire-
ment age (for men) prescribed by the Social Security Act.
The 1959 values of expectation of life at age 20 are 50.1
years for white males, 56.0 for white females, 45.3 for
nonwhite males, and 50.0 for nonwhite females. Correspond-
ing values at age 65 are 12.7, 15.6, 12.5, and 15.2 years.

The concept ‘‘expectation of life’’ is misleading if it
implies the notion of forecasting. It is important to under-
stand that expectation of life values forecast average
remaining lifetime only for the hypothetical cohort of the
life table. Forecasts of expectation of life in 1959 for any
actual population must take into consideration not only
mortality experience in 1959 but also mortality experience
in subsequent calendar years.

Median length of life.— Another possible standard for
comparing longevity among different populations is provided
by the median length of life atbirth, or ‘‘probable lifetime,’’

which is the age at which exactly half of the members of the
original life table cohort have died. In other words, it is
the median age at death of the life table cohort. For the 1959
abridged life tables, which start with cohorts of 100,000
live births, the median length of life at birth is the age at
which there remain exactly 50,000 survivors. Readily com-
puted from the lx column in table 5-B, median length of

life at birth, on the basis of the 1959 mortality rates, is
71.1 years for white males, 78.0 for white females, 65.1
for nonwhite males, and 69.3 for nonwhite females. In
computing median length of life at birth, it is assumed that
deaths are evenly distributed within the age interval con-
taining the median age.

A comparison of these ‘‘probable lifetime’’ measures
with those for expectation of life at birth shows that the
former exceed the latter for each population group. Thus,
for white males in 1959, median length of life at birth is 3.8
years longer than expectation of life at birth; for white
females, 4.1 years; for nonwhite males, 4.2; and for non-
white females, 3.1. These differences are, in large part,
brought about by the relatively high toll of mortality to
the cohort during the first year of life.

Survivovs fo specified ages.— Another value which can
be readily determined from the life table is the number (or
percentage) of persons in the original cohort surviving to
a specified age. The lx columns in tables 5-A, 5-B, and

5-C contain such data. Thus, on the basis of the 1959 life
tables, the percentage of white males in a cohort of 100,000
live births surviving to age 1 is 97.4; for white females,
98.0; for nonwhite males, 95.2; and for nonwhite females,
96.0. At age 20, respective percentages are 95.9, 97.1,
92.9, and 94.5; and at age 65, respective percentages are
65.9, 80.8, 50.3, and 60.3.

For all population groups, the proportion of whites
surviving to each of these ages exceeds that of nonwhites,
and the proportion of females exceeds that of males. Thus,
for example, at age 20, the ratio of nonwhite male to white
male survivors is 97 percent; at age 65, it is 76 percent.
For white and nonwhite females, the corresponding ratios
are 97 percent and 75 percent,

Trends and comparisons
Table 5-C shows expectation of life values (eox) at
specified ages, as well as numbers of survivors (lx) to

specified ages, for selected years during the period 1900-
1902 to 1959. Although life table values for periods prior
to 1929-31 are not strictly comparable with those for later
periods,” certain trends may be noted.

3The geographic area covered in life tables prior to 1929-
31 was limited by the size of the death-registration area.
Life tables for 1929-31 through 1958 cover the entire con-
terminous United States, including 48 States and the District
of Columbia and excluding Alaska and llawaii. The 1959 life
tables include Alaska. The 1919-21 life tables were con-
structed for the 1920 death-registration States-—234 Stotes
and the District of Columbia. The 1909-11 and 1900-1902 life
tables were constructed for the 1900 desth-registration
States-—10 States and the District of Columbia.
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Since 1958, expectation of life at birth has increased
by 0.1 year for white males, 0.2 for white females, 0.3 for
nonwhite males, and 0.7 for nonwhite females.

Since the turn of the century, expectation of life at
birth has increased by 19.1 years for white males, 22.8
for white females, 28.4 for nonwhite males, and 31.2 for
nonwhite females. In 1900-1902, the white female of the
hypothetical life table cohort could expect, at birth, to
live 16.1 years longer than the nonwhite female; in 1959,
the differential is 7.7 years. Comparable figures for males
are respectively, 15.7 and 6.4 years.

Females in both color groups during the period 1900-
1902 to 1959 have had greater increases in expectation
of life at birth than have males. In 1900-1902, expectation
of life at birth for the white female was 2.9 years longer
than that for the white male; for the nonwhite female it was
2.5 years in excess of that for the nonwhite male. Compara-
ble figures for 1959 are, respectively, 6.6 and 5.3 years.

For all color-sex groups, expectétion of life values

* between 1900-1902 and 1959 have increasednotonlyat age 0
but also at all successive ages. An inspection of table 5-C
shows that increases are generally greatest for the younger
elements of the population, but the recent values even at
relatively old ages are substantially higher than in 1900-
1902. The increase in expectation of life at age 20 between
1900-1902 and 1959 is 7.9 years for white males, 12.2
for white females, 10.2 for nonwhite males, and 13.1
for nonwhite females. For the same population groups,
respective increases at age 65 are 1.2, 3.4, 2.1, and
3.8 years. '

Trends in survivorship may also be determined by an
examination of the proportion of persons in the orfginal
cohort who survive to specified ages. The proportion of
the population reaching age 65 has, between 1900-1902
and 1959, increased by 68 percent for white males, 84 for
white females, 165 for nonwhite males, and 174 for nonwhite
females. Again, the greater relative improvement in non-
white mortality experience is apparent. Although mortality

rates for nonwhites are still higher than those for whites,
comparatively greater strides have been made inthe reduc-
tion of the nonwhite mortality rates.

In recent years there has been an increasing interest
in data on average length of life (eoo)for past single cal-

endar years prior to the initiation of the annual abridged
life table series in 1945. In order to meet these needs,
the estimated figures given in table 5-D have been com-
puted.* From these estimates, average annual increases in
expectation of ‘life at birth may be computed. Since the
turn of the century, the total population has, on the average,
each year added 0.37 year to its expectation of life at
birth. During the same period, white males have added 0.35
year per annum; white females, 0.42; nonwhite males, 0.47;
and nonwhite females, 0.55. Such annual increases havenot,
however, been evenly distributed over the 60-year period.
Average annual increases during 1949-59 are, for example,
less marked than those for 1939-49. Average amnual in-
creases in expectation of life at birth for 1939-49 were 0.26
year per annum for white males, 0.48 for white females,
0.52 for nonwhite males, and 0.61 for nonwhite females.
Corresponding figures for 1949-39 are, respectively, 0.10
year, 0.18, 0.18, and 0.32. These statistics suggest that,
although increases in expectation of life at birth are still
taking place, the rate of increase is slowing down. Such
a trend is altogether consistent with the trend of steadily
improving control over the infectious and parasitic diseases.
In past years, when the greatest advances in control of
these diseases as leading causes of death were being made,
there were correspondingly high increases in expectation
of life at birth.

4For estimating procedure, see "Estimated Average Length
of Life in the Death-Registration States," by Thomas N. E.
Greville and Gustav A. Carlson, National O0ffice of Vital
Statistics, Vital Statistics— Special Reports, Vol. 33,

‘No. 9, 1951.
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Explanation of the Columns of the Life Table

‘Column 1—Age inte~val (x to x+n).—The age interval,
shown in column 1, is the interval between the two exact
ages indicated. For instance, ‘‘20-25’’ means the 5-year
interval between the 20th birthday and the 25th.

Column 2-—Proportion dying (nqx ).~— This column shows

the proportion of the cohort who are alive at the beginning
of an indicated age interval and who will die before reaching
the end of that age interval. For example, for white males
in the age interval 20-25, the proportion dying is 0.0082: out
of every 1,000 white males alive and exactly 20 years old
at the beginning of the period, 8.2 will die before reaching
their 25th birthday. In other words, the nqx values repre-

sent probabilities that persons who are alive at the begin-
ning of a specific age interval will die before reaching the
beginning of the next age interval. The ‘‘proportion dying’’
column forms the basis of the life table; the life table is
so constructed that all other columns are derived from it.

Column 3— Number surviving (lx ). —This column shows

the number of persons, starting with a cohort of 100,000
live births, who survive to the exact age marking the
beginning of each age interval. The lx values are computed

from the w2y values, which are successively applied to

the remainder of the original 100,000 persons still alive
at the beginning of éach age interval. Thus, out of 100,000
white male bubies bhorn alive, 97,369 will complete the
first year of life and enter the second; 96,981 will begin
the sixth year; 95,857 will reach age 20; and 12,446 will
live to age 85.

Column 4— Number dying (ndx)‘_ThiS column shows

the number dying in each successive age interval out of
100,000 live births. Out of 100,000 white males born alive,
2,631 die in the first year of life, 388 in the succeeding 4
years, 790 in the 5-year period between exact ages 20 and
25, and 12,446 die after reaching age 85. Each figure in
colurnn 4 is the difference between two successive figures
in column 3.

Columns 5 and 6— Stationary population (an and Tx)'—

Suppose that a group of 100,000 individuals like that assumed
in columns 3 and 4 is born every year, and that the propor-
dons dying in each such group in eachage interval through-
out the lives of the members are exactly those shown in
column 2. If there were no migration and if the births were
evenly distributed over the calendar year, the survivors
of these births would make up what is called a stationary
population—stationary because in such a population the
number of persons living in any given age group would
never change. When an individual left the group, either
by death or by growing older and entering the next higher
age group, his place would immediately be taken by someone
entering from the next lower age group. Thus, a census
taken at any time in such a stationary community would
always show the same total population and the same

numerical distribution of that population among the various.
age groups. In such a stationary population supported by
100,000 annual births, column 3 shows the number of persons
who, each year, reach the birthday which marks the begin-
ning of the age interval indicated in column 1, and column 4
shows the number of persons who die each year in the
indicated age interval.

Column 5 shows the number of persons in the stationary
population in the indicated age interval. For example,
the figure given for white males in the age interval 20-25
is 477,335. This means that in a statiomary population of
white males supported by 100,000 annual births and with
proportions dying in each age group always in accordance
with column 2, a census taken on any date would show
477,335 persons between exact ages 20 and 25.

Column 6 shows the total number of persons in the
stationary population (column 5) in the indicated age interval
and all subsequent age intervals. For example, in the
stationary population of white males referred to in the last
illustration, column 6 shows that there would be at any
given moment a total of 4,799,012 persons who have passed
their 20th birthday. The population at all ages 0 and above
(in other words, the total population of the stationary com-
munity) would be 6,733,343,

Column 7—Avevage vemaining lifetime (eox).—The

average remaining lifetime (also called expectation of life)

at any given age is the average number of years remaining
to be lived by those surviving to that age, on the basis of a
given set of age-specific rates of dying. In order to arrive
at this value, it is first necessary to observe that the
figures in column 5 of the life table can also be interpreted
in terms of a single life table cohort, without introducing
the concept of the stationary population. From this point
of view, each figure in column 3 i"epresents the total time
(in years) lived between two indicated birthdays by all
those reaching the earlier birthday among the survivors of
a cohort of 100,000 live births. Thus, the figure 477,335
for white males in the age interval 20-25 is the total number
of years lived between the 20th and 25th birthdays by the
95,857 (column 3) who reached the 20th birthday out of
100,000 white males born alive. The corresponding figure
in column 6 (4,799,012) is the total number of years
lived after artaining age 20 by the 95,857 reaching thatage.
This number of years divided by the number of persons
(4,799,012 divided by 95,857) gives 50.1 years as the average
remaining lifetime of white males at age 20.

Care must be exercised in drawing conclusions from
the figures in column 7. Thus, in observing that the average
remaining lifetime of white persons is greater than that
of nonwhite, one should not conclude that the oldest ages
reached by white persons necessarily exceed those attained
by the most long-lived nonwhite. The difference in the
average length of life results from the fact that a greater
proportion of nonwhite persons die beéfore reaching old age.
For example, the number surviving to age 65 out of 100,000
born alive is far greater among whites than among non-
whites; yet the average length of life remaining at age 65
is nearly the same for both groups.
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Table 3-A. Abridged Life Tables for Total, Male, and Female

Populations: United States, 1959
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(Includes Alaska)
PRCPORTLION & =
AGE INTERVAL DYING OF 100,000 BORN ALIVE STATTONARY PCPULATION %
Proportion of
persons alive Humber 1ivi Azgrﬁirﬁuﬁ?er
Period of life between at :;E at beginning Nmn'bz?.r dying In the age In this end life remsining
age during age - ell subsequent :
two exact ages stated intexvel dying of age inberval interval ege imtervals at begimming
in yeers during interval ; of age
interval intexval
&) (2) (3) (4) (s) (6) (7)
xtox 4 n n9x 1. nlx nPx T, gx
TOTAL
D-1 _— 0.0264 100,000 2,743 97,681 6,965,532 89.7
15 .0042 97,357 409 388,440 6,867,851 70.5
5-10 .0024 96,948 232 484,117 6,479,411 66.8
10-15 . .0023 96,716 z21 483,068 5,995,294 62.0
15-20 .0046 96,495 4AL 481,445 5,512,228 57.1
20-25 .0061 96,051 584 478,829 5,030,781 52.4
25-30 .0064 95,467 616 475,828 4,551,952 47.7
30-35 .0083 94,851 786 472,381 4,076,124 43.0
35-40 .0116 94,065 1,087 467,779 3,603,743 38.3
40-45 .0181 92,978 1,674 460,967 3,135,964 33.7
45-50 .0284 91,294 2,594 450,390 2,674,997 29.3
50.55 .0448 88,700 3,974 434,147 2,224,607 25.1
55-60 - L0877 84,726 5,757 410,034 1,790,460 21.1
60-65 .0989 78,989 7,814 376,207 1,380,426 17.5
65-70 = .1550 71,175 11,034 329,333 1,004,219 14.1
70-75 . .2240 80,141 13,469 268,002 674,886 11.2
75-80 .3022 46,672 14,108 198,265 406,884 8.7
80-85 4511 32,566 14,688 125,010 208,619 6.4
85 and over 1.0000 17,877 17,877 83,609 83,609 4.7
MALE
0-1 0.0296 100,000 2,963 97,381 6,654,582 66.5
1-5 .0045 97,037 441 387,090 6,557,201 67.6
5-10 .00z8 96,596 267 482,270 6,170,111 63.9
10-15 .0029 96,329 280 481,004 5,687,841 59.0
15.20 .0065 96,049 620 478,814 5,206,837 54.2
20-25 .0088 95,429 838 475,088 4,728,023 49.5
25-30 .0085 94,591 808 470,955 4,252,935 45.0
30-35 .0103 93,783 968 466,600 3,781,980 40.3
35-40 .0143 92,815 1,329 460,958 3,315,380 35.7
40-45 .0229 91,486 2,095 452,563 2,854,412 51.2
4550 .0368 89,391 3,292 439,261 2,401,849 26.9
50.55 0806 86,099 5,221 418,215 1,962,588 22.8
55-60 .0899 80,878 7,268 387,077 1,544,373 19.1
60-65 L1301 73,610 9,578 344,924 1,157,296 15.7
65-70 L1973 64,032 12,633 289,392 812,372 . 12.7
70-75 .2752 51,399 14,040 222,423 522,980 |- 10.2
15-80 .3538 37,359 13,216 153,435 300,557 8.0
80-85 4937 24,143 11,919 89,665 147,122 6.1
85 and over 1.0000 12,224 12,224 57,457 57,457 4.7
FEMALE .
0-1 0.023L 100,000 2,308 97,995, 7,299,092 75.0
1.5 .0038 97,692 375 389,855 7,201,097 13.7
5-10 .0020 97,317 194 486,058 8,811,242 70.0
10-15 .0016 97,123 158 485,242 6,325,184 65.1
15-20 .0027 96,965 264 484,208 5,839,942 60.2
20-25 0035 96,701 336 482,693 5,355,734 55.4
25-30 0024 96,365 425 480,803 4,873,041 50.6
30-35 0063 95,940 607 478,259 4,392,238 45.8
35-40 .0089 95,333 851 474,665 3,913,979 41.1
4045 — .0136 94,462 1,282 469,409 3,439,314 36.4
45.50 .0203 93,200 1,894 461,537 2,969,905 31.9
50-55 .0308 91,306 2,812 449,891 2,508,368 27.5
55-60 0463 88,494 4,098 432,811 2,058,477 23.3
60-65 .0695 84,396 5,869 408,053 1,625,666 19.3
65-70 1157 78,527 9,086 371,156 1,217,613 15.5
70-75 A797 69,441 12,479 317,411 846,457 1z2.2
75-80 .2596 56,962 14,788 248,581 529,046 9.3
80-85 4179 42,174 17,624 166,018 280,465 6.7
85 and over 1.0000 24,550 24,550 114,447 114,447 4.7
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Table 5-B. Abridged Life Tables by Color and Sex: United States, 1959

(Includes Alaska)

AVERAGE AVERACE
PROPORTION OF 126,000 STATIONARY PROPORTION OF 100,000 STATIONARY
AGE INTERVAL ? REMAINING ACE INTERVAL REMAINING
DYING BCORN ALIVE POPULATION LIFETIME DYING BORN ALIVE POPULATION LIFETTME
Proportion Average Proportion Average
of persons number of persons nuber
s c alive at Number Number In this of years . alive at Number Number In this of years
. peél?d of :tufe beginning | living at | dying In the and all of life Pzzi:gezft‘];éfe beginning | living at | dying In the and all of life
' eia;’ie: EYO of age beginning | during age subsequent | remaining exact agos of age veginning | during age subsequent | remaining
stated ing gars interval of age age interval age at stated i“g ears interval of age age interval age at
2 ¥ dying interval interval intervals | beginning ® ) n yesrs dying interval interval intervals |bveginning
during of age during of age
interval interval interval interval
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (8) (7) (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (8) n
X 1o X + 4 n9x e iy iy b By Tte x4 R n Gy Py nix nix e 2
TOTAL WHITE TOTAL NONWHITE
[ R 0.0232 106,900 2,324 | 97,931 ] 7,050,201 70.5 0.0443 100,000 4,428 | 95,278| 6,349,639 63.5
0637 97,676 360 | 389,843 | 6,952,270 |- 71.2 .0072 95,572 690 380,572| 6,253,361 85.4
0023 97,316 220 | 485,992 | 6,562,427 67.4 .0032 94,882 305 | 473,57¢| 5,872,789 61.3
-ocz2 97,096 2l0 | 484,989 | 6,076,435 62.6 L0031 94,577 293 | 472,233 5,399,219 57.1
.0044 96,686 423 | 483,442 | 5,591,446 5T.7 L0063 94,284 595 | 470,082] 4,926,986 52.3
L0056 96,463 536 | 480,999 | 5,108,004 53.0 L0097 93,689 911| 466,270] 4,456,904 47.6
-0055 95,927 5281 478,339 | 4,627,005 48.2 L0135 92,778 1,255 | 480,855| 3,990,634 43,0
0069 95,399 660 | 475,425 | 4,148,666 43.5 .0189 91,525 1,726 | 453,496| 3,529,779 38.6
0098 94,739 933 | 471,521 | 3,673,241 38.8 L0268 89,799 2,410 | 443,258| 3,076,283 34.3
0159 93,808 1,495 | 465,567 | 3,201,720 34.1 .0380 87,389 3,317 | 429,093 2,633,025 30.1
0258 92,313 2,380 | 456,012 | 2,736,153 29.6 .0520 84,072 4,374 | 409,967 2,203,932 26.2
0415 89,933 3,728 | 440,935 | 2,280,141 25.4 0769 79,698 6,126 | 383,808] 1,793,965 22.5
0630 86,205 5,429 | 418,226 | 1,839,206 21.3 L1143 73,572 8,407 | 347,352| 1,410,157 19.2
0942 80,776 7,611 1 385,715 | 1,420,980 17.6 .1523 65,165 9,923 | 301,192| 1,062,805 16.3
1490 73,165 | 10,899 | 339,722 | 1,035,265 14.1 2345 S5,242 | 12,956 | 243,715 761,613 13.8
2195 62,266 | 13,670 | 278,238 695,543 1.2 L2871 42,286 | 12,138 180,857 517,898 12.2
»3027 48,59 14,712 | 206,428 417,308 8.6 .2925 30,148 8,819 | 128,293 337,041 11.2
-4594 35,884 5,566 | 129,344 210,877 6.2 3332 21,329 7,107 88,264 208,748 9.8
1.0000 18,318 | 18,318 81,533 81,533 4.5 (] 85 and over-- 1.000C 14,222 | 14,222 | 120,484 120,484 8.5
NONWHITE MALE
0.0263 100,300 2,631 97,643 | 6,733,343 67.3 0.0484 100,000 4,841 | 95,897 6,093,823 60.9
-0040 97,369 388 | 386,558 | 6,635,700 68.2 L0079 95,159 751| 378,755| 5,997,926 83.0
0026 96,981 256 | 484,226 | 6,247,142 64.4 L0035 94,408 333 | 471,138| 5,619,171 59.5
0028 96,725 268 | 483,010 | 5,762,916 59.6 0039 94,075 363 | 469,559 5,148,033 54.7
-0062 96,457 800 | 480,894 | $,279,906 54.7 0083 93,712 775 | 466,825 | 4,578,474 49.9
0082 95,857 790 | 477,335 | 4,799,012 50.1 L0125 92,937 1,157 | 461,920 4,211,649 45.3
-0074 95,067 0T | 473,577 | 4,521,677 45.5 L0173 91,780 1,584 | 455,039 3,749,729 40.9
.0088 94,360 834 | 469,810 | 3,848,100 40.8 0226 90,196 2,037 | 446,083| 3,294,690 36.5
0125 93,526 1,171 | 464,908 | 3,378,290 36.1 0310 88,159 2,737 | 434,251 2,848,607 32.3
0208 92,355 1,905 | 456,490 | 2,913,382 31.5 0445 85,422 3,797 | 418,112 2,414,356 28.3
.0342 90,450 3,094 | 445,045 | 2,456,892 27.2 L0613 81,625 5,005 | 396,261 1,996,244 24.5
.0562 87,356 4,911 | 425,275 | 2,011,847 23.0 0877 76,620 6,716 | 367,018| 1,599,983 20.9
-0858 82,445 7,075 | 395,440 | 1,586,572 19.2 1297 69,904 9,067 | 327,359{ 1,232,965 17.6
.1263 75,370 9,517 | 353,958 | 1,191,132 15.8 .1732 60,837 10,537 | 277,935 905,606 4.9
<1916 65,853 12,619 | 296,656 837,174 1z2.7 L2704 50,300 13,600 § 217,282 627,871 12,5
2694 53,234 14,340 | 230,938 538,538 10.1 3249 36,700 | 11,923 | 153,320 410,409 11.2
3551 33,894 | 13,812 | 159,633 307,600 7.9 3344 24,777 8,287 | 102,664 257,089 10.4
5038 25,082 | 12,636 92,479 147,967 5.9 || 80-85------ 3635 16,490 5,994 66,875 154,425 9.4
1.0000 12,446 12,446 | 55,488 55,488 4.5 [} 85 and over 1.0000 10,496 | 10,496 | 87,550 87,550 8.3
0.0200 100,206 1,998 | 98,236 | 7,392,402 73.9 0.0401 100,000 4,006 | 96,667 | 6,622,355 86.2
L0034 98,301 330 | 391,205 | 7,294,166 4.4 0065 95,994 628 | 382,427 6,525,688 68.0
.0019 97,671 181 | 487,866 | 6,902,961 70.7 .0029 95,366 276 | 476,054 | 6,143,261 84.4
L0015 97,495 . 143 | 487,092 | 6,415,095 65.8 0023 95,090 221 | 474,966 | 5,667,207 59.6
.0025 97,341 242 | 486,132 | 5,928,003 60.9 0044 94,869 419 | 473,400 | 5,192,241 54.7
0030 97,098 287 | 484,799 | 5,441,871 56.0 L0071 94,450 670 | 470,652 4,718,841 50.0
L0036 96,812 351 | 483,217 | 4,957,072 51.2 .0101 93,780 949 | 466,616 | 4,248,189 45.3
L0051 96,461 487 | 481,152 | 4,473,855 46.4 0156 92,831 1,451 | 460,703 | 3,781,573 40.7
L3073 95,974 700 | 478,230 | 3,992,703 41.6 .0231 91,380 2,108 | 451,902| 3,320,870 36.5
L0114 95,274 1,086 | 473,838 | 3,514,473 36.9 L0323 89,272 2,886 | 439,532| 2,868,968 32.1
L0176 94,188 1,660 | 467,050 | 3,040,635 32.3 L0437 86,386 3,776 | 422,930 2,429,436 28.1
‘ L0270 92,528 2,501 | 456,774 | 2,573,585 27.8 L0865 82,610 5,492 | 399,856 | 2,006,506 24,3
0409 90,027 3,684 | 441,517 | 2,116,811 23.5 .0994 77,118 7,664 | 366,920 | 1,606,650 20.8
J0642 86,343 5,542 | 418,653 | 1,675,294 19.4 .1318 69,454 9,156 | 324,628 | 1,239,730 17.8
1095 80,80 8,846 | 383,227 | 1,256,541 15.6 1996 60,298 12,034 | 271,437 915,102 15,2
. .1749 71,955 | 12,587 | 329,843 873,414 12.1 L2508 48,264 | 12,074 | 211,057 643,665 13.3
2599 59,368 | 15,428 | 259,114 543,571 9.2 .2548 36,190 9,223 | 157,597 432,608 12.0
.4252 43,940 | 18,685 | 172,162 284,457 6.5 3059 26,967 8,248 | 113,643 275,011 10.2
85 and over------- 1.0000 25,255 25,255 | 112,295 112,295 4.4 |85 and over 1.0000 18,719 | 18,719 | 161,368 161,368 8.6
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Table 5-C. Life Table Values by Color and Sex: Death-Registration States,
1900-1902 to 1919-21, and United States, 1929-31 to 1959

(Beginning with 1959, includes Alaska. For decennial periods prior to 1929-31, data are for groups of registration States as follows: 1900-1902 and 1909-11, 10 States and
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the District of Columbia; 1919-21, 34 States and the District of Columbia. For 1900-1902 to 1929-31, figures for nonwhites cover only Negroes. However, in no case

did the Negro population comprise less than 95 percent of the corresponding nonwhite population)

NUMBER OF SURVIVORS OUT OF 100,000 BORN ALTVE (1) AVERAGE NUMBER OF YEARS OF LIFE REMAINING (¥, .
AGE, COLOR, AND SEX
’ 1959 1958 | 1949.51 | 193941 | 1929-31 | 1519-21 |1909-11 |1900-1802 | 1959 1958  [1949-51 |1939-41 | 1929-31 | 1819-21 |1809-11 | 1900-1802
WHITE MALE

100,000 | 100,000 | 100,000 | 100,000 ‘| 100,000 | 100,000 {100,000 { 100,000 67.3 67.2 | 66.31| 62.8L( 59.12| 56.3¢ | 50.23 48.23
97,369 | 97,329 96,931 | 95,188 | 95,768 | 91,975 | B7,674 86,655 68.2 68.1 | 67.41| 64.98| 62.04| 60.24 | 56.26 54.61
96,981 96,924 | 96,403 | 94,150 | 91,738 | 88,842 | 82,972 80,864 84.4 64.3 | 63.77| 61.68| 59.38| 58.31 | S5.37 54.43
96,725 | 96,674 | 96,069 | 95,601 | 90,810 | 87,530 | 81,519 79,109 58.6 59.5 | S8.98| 57.05| 54.96| 54.15 | 51.32 50.59
96,457 | 96,414 | 95,728 | 93,089 | 90,074 | 86,546 | 80,549 78,037 54.7 54.7 | 54.18| 52.33| 50.39| 48.74 | 46.91 46.25
95,857 | 95,823 | 95,104 | 92,295 | 88,904 | 84,997 | 79,116 76,376 50.1 50.0 | 48.52] 47.76| 46.02| 45.60 [ 42.71 42.19
95,067 | 95,022 | 94,294 | 91,241 87,371 83,061 | 77,047 73,907 45.5 45.4 | 44.93| 43.28( 41.78| 41.60 [ 38.79 38.52
94,360 | 94,318 93,489 | 90,092 | 85,707 | 80,888 | 74,810 71,219 40.8 40.7 | 40.29| 38.80| 37.54| 3E7.65 | 34.87 34.88
93,526 | 93,490 92,543 | 88,713 | 85,812 | 78,441 | 72,108 68,245 36.1 36.0 | 35.68| 34.36| 33.35| 35.74 | 31.08 31.29
92,355 | 92,296 | 91,173 | 86,880 | 81,457 | 75,753 | 68,848 54,954 31.5 31.5 | 317! 30.03| 29.22| 29.86 | 27.43 27.74
90,450 | 90,348 | 89,002 | 84,285 | 78,345 | 72,696 | 65,115 61,369 27.2 27.1| 26.87| =25.87| =25.28( =26.00( 23.86 24.21
87,356 | 87,281| 85,601 | 80,521 | 74,288 | 69,107 | 60,741 57,274 23.0 22.9 | 22.83| 21.96| =21.5Lf =22.22 | 20.39 20.76
82,445 | 82,319| 80,496 | 75,156 | 68,981 | 64,574 | 5,622 52,491 19.2 19.2 | 19.11| 18.34| 17.97| 18.59 | 17.03 17.42
75,370 | 75,306 | 73,172 | 67,187 | 61,935 | 58,498 | 48,987 46,452 15.8 15.7 | 1s.76| 15.05| 14.72| 15.25 | 13.98 14.35
65,853 | 65,619| 63,541 58,305 | 58,964 | 50,663 | 40,862 39,245 12.7 12.7 | 12.75| 12.07| 11..77| 12.21 | 11l.25 11.51
53,234 | 52,873| 51,735 | 46,739 | 41,880 | 40,873 | 31,527 30,640 10.1 10.1 | 10.07 9.42 9.20 9.51 8.83 9.03
38,894 | 38,687 | 38,104 | 33,404 | 29,471 | 29,205 | 21,585 21,387 7.9 7.8 7.77 7.17 7.5 7.30 6.75 6.8¢
25,082 | 24,834| 24,005 19,860 ( 17,221 | 17,665 12,160 12,256 5.9 5.8 5.83 5.38 5.28 5.47 5.09 5.10
12,446 | 12,079| 12,015 | 9,015 7,572 8,15¢| 5,145 5,252 4.5 4.5 4.35 4.02 3.99 4.06 5.88 3.81
0 100,000 | 100,000 | 100,000 | 100,000 | 100,000 | 100,000 | 100,000 100,000 60.9 60.6 58.91 52.33 47.55 47,14 34,08 32.54
95,159 | 94,968 | 94,91% | 91,696 | 91,268 | 89,499 | 78,085 74,674 63.0 62.8 | 61.06| 56.05| 51.08| 51.65| 42.53 12.46
94,408 | 94,234 93,921 | 89,920 88,412 85,195 | 68,589 64,385 59.5 59.3 | 57.69| S53.15| 48.69| 50.18 | 44.25 45.06
94,075 | 93,918 | 93,453 | 89,211 | 87,511 | 85,768 | 66,377 61,730 54.7 54.5 | 52.96| 48.54| 44.27| 45.99 | 40.65 41.90
93,712 | 93,580 | 92,965 | 88,417 86,152 | 82,332 | 64,478 59,667 49.9 49.7 | 48.23} 43.95| 39.83| 41.75| 36.77 38.26
92,937 | 92,851| 91,941 | 86,770 | 83,621 | 79,057 | 61,426 56,733 45.3 45.0 | 43,73} 39.74| 35.95| ©TB.36 | 33.46 35,11
91,780 | 91,616 | 90,285 | 84,055 | 79,516 | 74,540 | 57,736 63,265 40.9 40.6 | 39.49| 35.94| 32.67| 35.5¢ | 30.44 32.21
90,196 | 90,063 | 88,327 | BO,865( 75,083 | 70,344 | 54,073 49,867 36.5 36.3 35.31 32.25 29.45 32.51 27.33 29.25
88,159 | 88,022 85,940 | 77,185 | 70,049 | 65,873 | 49,865 46,541 32.3 32.0 | 3l.21| 28.67| 25.39| 29.54 | 24.42 26.16
85,422 | B5,355| 82,832 | 72,830 | 64,710 | 61,353 | 45,414 42,989 28.3 28.0 | 27.29| 25.25(. 23.36| 26.55 | 21.57 23.12
81,625 | 81,644| 78,686 | 67,514 | 58,432 | 56,589 | 40,563 39,230 24.5 24.1 [ e3.59| =22.02| =20.59| 23.55| 18.85 20.03
76,620 | 76,590 72,891 | 60,786 | 51,748 | 51,880 | 35,427 34,766 20.9 20.5 | =20.25| 19.18]| 17.92| =20.47 | 16.21 17.34
69,904 | 69,697| 65,122 | 52,867 | 44,436 | 46,581 | 29,754 29,987 17.6 17.3 | 17.36| 16.67| 15.46| 17.50 | 13.82 14.69
60,837 | 60,585| 55,535 | 44,370 | 36,790 | 40,506 | 23,750 24,194 14.9 4.5 | .01 14.38| 13.15] 14.74 | 11.67 12.62
50,300 | 49,700| 45,198 | 35,912 | 29,314 | 34,042 | 17,806 19,015 2.5 1z.1 12.75 12.18 10.87 12.07 9.74 10.38
36,700 | 35,743 35,018 | 27,688 21,741 | 26,923 | 12,295 13,829 11.2 10.9 | 10.74| 10.08 8.78 9.58 8.00 8.33
24,777 | 24,192| 25,472 | 19,765| 14,419 | 18,854 | 7,494 8,892 10.¢ 9.9 8.83 8.09 6.99 7.6L 6.58 6.60
16,420 16,250| 16,904 | 12,352 8,232 | 11,615 35,894 4,831 9.4 8.6 7.07 G.46 5.42 5.83 5.53 5.12
10,496 | 9,793| 9,898 | 6,492 | 3,660 | 5,805 | 1,747 2,030 8.3 7.7 5.38 5.08 4.30 4.53 4.48 4.0¢
100,000 | 100,000} 200,000 | 100,000 | 100,000 { 100,000 | 100,000 [ 100,000 73.9 73.7| 72.,03| 67.29| 62.67| 58.53 | 53.62 51.08
98,001 | 97,938| 97,645| 96,211 | 95,037 ] 95,608 | 89,774 88,939 T4.4 74.2 | 72.77| 68.95| 64.93| 61.51| 58.69 56.39
97,671| 97,590| 97,199 | 95,309 | 93,216 | 90,721 | 85,549 83,426 70.7 70.5 | 69.09| 65.57| 62.17| 59.43| 57.67 56.03
97,490 | 97,409| ©6,960| 94,890 | 92,466 | 89,564 | 83,979 81,723 65.8 e5.6 | 64.26| o60.85| S7.65| 55.17 | 53.57 52.15
97,341 | 97,255| 96,756 { 94,534 | 91,894 | 88,712 |" 853,093 80,680 60.9 60.7 | 59.39| 56.07| 53.00| 50.67 | 49.12 47.79
97,099 | 97,012| 96,454 | 93,984 | 90,958 | 87,281 | 81,750 78,978 56.0 55.9 | 54.56| S5L.38| 48.52| 46.46 | 44.88 43.77
96,812 96,726| 96,072{ 93,228 | 89,524 | 85,163 | 79,865 76,588 51.2 51.0 | 49.77| 46.768| 44.25| 42.55 | 40.88 40.05
96,461 96,374 95,605 | 92,320 | 87,972 | 82,740 | 77,678 73,887 46.4 46.2 | 45.00 | 42.21| 39.99| 38.72 | 36.96 36.42
95,974 95,900| 94,977 | 91,211 | 86,248 | 80,208 | 75,200 70,971 41.8 41.4 | 40.28| 37.70| 35.73| 54.86 | 33.09 32.82
95,274 | 95,187 | 94,080 | 89,805 | 84,256 | 77,624 [ 72,425 67,935 36.9 36.7 | 35.64| 33.25( 31.52| 30.94 | 29.26 28.17
94,188 94,084 | 92,725 | 87,920 | 61,780 | 74,871 69,341 64,677 32.5 52,1 | 3L.12| 28.90| 27.39| 26.98 | 25.45 25.51
92,528 | 92,388 | 90,685 | 85,267 78,572 [ 71,547 | 65,629 61,008 27.8 27.6 | 26.76| =24.72| 25.41} 23.12 | 2l.74 21.89
90,027 | 89,8¢1| 87,699 | 81,520 74,321 67,323 | 61,053 56,509 23.5 23.3 | 22.58| 20.73| 19.60| 19.40 | 18.18 18.43
86,343 | 86,125| 83,279 76,200 | 68,462 | 61,704 | 54,900 50,752 19.4 19.2 18.64 17.00 16.05 15.93 14.92 15.23
80,801 | 80,419 76,713 68,701 60,499 | 54,299 | 47,086 43,806 15.6 15.4 15.00 13.58 12.491 12.75 .97 12.23
71,955 | 71,353| 67,545 | 58,363 | 49,932 | 44,638 | 37,482 35,206 12.1 12.0 | 11..68| 10.50 9.98 9.94 9.38 9.59
59,368 | 58,726 | 54,397 | 44,685 | 37,024 | 32,777 | 26,562 25,362 9.2 9.1 8.87 7.92 7.56 7.52 7.20 7.33
43,940 | 43,178| 38,026 | 28,882 | 23,053 20,492 | 15,929 15,549 6.5 6.4 6.59 5.88 5.63 5.70 5.35 5.50
25,255 | 24,269 21,348 | 14,487 | 10,937 9,909 7,152 7,149 4.4 4.5 4.83 4.354 4.24 4.24 4.08 4.10
100,000 | 100,000 | 100,000 | 100,000 | 100,000 | 1C0,000 | 100,000 100,000 66.2 85.5 62.70 55.51 49.51 46.92 37.67 35.04
95,994 | 95,895| 95,913 | 93,318 | 92,796 | 91,251 | 81,493 78,525 68.0 67.5 | 64.37| 58.47| 52.33| 50.39 | 45.15 43.54
5 . 95,366 | 95,201] 95,085 91,710| 80,185 | 87,149 | 72,768 68,056 64.4 63.8 | 60.93| 55.47| 49.81| 48.70 | 46.42 46.04
95,090 | 94,933 94,679 | 91,092 | 89,201 | 85,607 | 70,508 65,111 59.6 59.0 | 56.17| 50.83| 45.33| 4¢.54 | 42.8¢ 43.02
94,869 | 94,730| 94,343 | 90,363 | 88,088 | 83,954 | 68,218 62,384 54.7 54.1 | 51.36| 46.22| 40.87| 40.38 | 39.18 39.79
94,450 | 94,342| 93,544 | 88,505 | 85,078 80,154 | 64,764 59,053 50.0 49.3 | 46.77| 42.14| 37.22| 37.15 | 36.14 36.89
93,780 | 93,675| 2,336 | 85,961 | 81,067 75,359 | 61,430 55,795 45.3 44.6 | 42.35| 3B.5L| 33.95| 34.35 | 32.97 33,90
92,831 | 92,668| 90,799 | 83,147 | 76,816 | 70,633 | 58,281 52,773 40.7 40.1 | 38.02| 34.52| 30.67| 3l.48 | 29.61 30.70
91,380 | 91,127| 88,805 | 79,879 | 72,192 | 65,857 | 54,595 49,567 36.3 35.7 | 33.82| 30.85| =27.47| =28.58 | 26.44 27.52
89,272 | 88,957 86,052 75,808 | 67,271 | 61,130 | 50,568 46,146 32.1 51.5 | 29.82| 27.31| =24.30| 25.60 | 23.34 24.37
86,386 | B86,055| 82,257 | 71,08L| 61,365 | 56,250 | 45,947 42,279 28.1 27.5 | 26.07| 24.00( 21.39| 22.61L| 20.43 21.36
92,610 | 82,035] 77,007 64,886 | 54,920 | 50,780 | 40,886 37,681 24.3 23.7 | 22.67| 21.04| 18.80( 19.76 | 17.65 18.67
77,118 | 76,113| 70,196 | 57,419 | 47,074 | 44,742 | 35,415 33,124 20.8 20.3 | 19.62| 18.4¢ 16.27| 17.09 | 14.98 15.88
69,454 | 68,308| 61,758 | 49,102 | 38,761 | 37,954 | 28,908 27,524 17.8 17.4 | 16.95| 16.14| 14.22| 14.69 | 12.78 13.60
60,208 58,808| 52,358 | 40,718 | 30,852 | 31,044 | 22,302 21,995 | "15.2 14.8 | 14.54] 13,95 12.2¢| 12.41| 10.82 11.38
48,264 | 46,429 42,612 | 32,579 | 23,341 24,107 | 15,871 16,140 13.3 13.1| 12.29| 11.81{ 10.38| 10.25 9.22 9.62
36,190 34,666| 32,981 | 24,668 | 16,576 | 17,213 | 10,657 11,066 12.0 11.6 | 10.15 9.80 8.62 8.57 7.55 7.90
26,967 | 26,146| 23,712 | 17,157 | 10,822 | 11,151 | 6,324 6,708 10.2 9.6 8.15 8.00 6.90 6.58 6.05 6.48
18,719 17,183| 1s,550| 10,658 | 6,033 5,972 3,029 3,567 8.6 8.4 6.15 6.58 5.48 5.22 5.09 5.10
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Table 5-D. Estimated Average Length of Life in Years, by Color and Sex:
Death-Registration States, 1900-1928 and United States, 1929-59

(Estimates based on life table values shown in table 5-C)

TOTAL WHITE NONWHITE
YEAR
Both sexes Male Female Both sexes Male Female Both sexes Male Female
UNITED STATES*
69.7 66.5 73.0 70.5 67.3 73.9 63.5 80.9 86.2
89.4 66.4 12.7 70.3 67.2 3.7 63.0 60.6 85.5
69.3 66.3 2.5 70.0 87.1 73.5 62.7 60.3 85.2
69.6 66 6 72.8 70.2 67.3 75.7 83.2 61.1 65.9
83.5 66.6 2.7 79.2 67.3 73.6 63.2 61.2 65.9
63.6 8.7 2.7 70.3 67.4 75.6 63.1 61.0 65.8
68.8 65.9 71.9 63.6 66.8 72.9 81.7 59.7 64.¢
€8.6 65.7 71.8 £69.4 66.8 2.7 81.1 59.1 83.7
63.4 65.8 71.3 69.2 66.5 72.4 61.0 59.1 63.3
68.2 65.6 71.1 69.1 66.5 2.2 60.8 59.1 62.8
€8.0 65.2 7.7 68 8 66.2 71.9 80.6 8.9 62.7
67.2 64.6 69.4 68.0 65.5 71.0 60.0 58.1 62.5
66.3 64.4 8.7 67 6 65.2 7.5 59.7 57.9 61.9
66.7 64.4 69.4 €7.5 65.1 70.3 3.1 87.5 61.0
65.9 83.6 B87.9 66.8 64 .4 63.5 57.7 56.1 59.6
65.2 63.6 £66.8 66.2 64.5 68.4 56.6 55.8 §7.7
63.3 62.4 64 .4 64.2 63.2 65.7 55.6 55.4 56.1
86.2 64.7 67.9 67.3 65.9 €U.4 $6.6 35.4 58.2
£64.8 63.1 66.8 66.2 64.4 68.5 53.8 52.5 85.3
62.9 60.8 6L.2 64.2 62.1 6€.6 53.1 51.5 54.9
63.7 62 1 65.4 54.9 63.3 66.6 54.5 53.2 56.0
63.5 61.3 85.3 65.0 63.2 66.8 52.9 51.7 54.3
€0.0 58.0 82.4 61.4 592.3 63.8 50.3 48.3 52.8
S8.5 56.6 8U.6 59.8 58.0 61.9 49.0 47.0 51.4
61.7 59.9 63.9 62.9 61.0 8L.0 53.1 51.3 55.2
€1.1 59.3 63.3 62.4 60.5 64.6 51.8 50.2 53.7
63.3 1.7 65.1 64 3 62.7 66.3 54.7 53.5 56.0
62.1 61.0 63.5 63.2 62.0 64.5 3.7 52.8 54.6
61.1 53.4 63.1 62.6 80.8 64.7 50.4 49.5 51.5
59.7 58.1 €1.8 61.4 59.7 63.5 48.1 47.3 49.2
57.1 50.8 8 7 58.6 57.2 6U.3 46.7 45.7 47.8
DEATH-REGISTRATION STATES
56.8 55.6 58.3 58.4 57.0 60 46.3 45.6 47.0
60.4 LU o1 62.0 60.5 63.9 48.2 47.6 48.9
1926 —--- 56.7 85.5 L8.0 8.2 57.0 5.8 44.6 43.7 45.6
1925 53.0 57.8 6U.6 80.7 53.3 62.4 45.7 44.9 46.7
1924 59.7 58.1 1.5 6l.4 59.8 €3.4 46.6 45.5 47.8
57.2 6.1 $8.5 8.3 57.1 €9.6 48.3 47.7 48.9
59.6 56.4 61.0 6N.4 59.1 61.9 52.4 51.8 53.0
60.8 60.9 61.8 €l.8 60.8 82.9 51.b 51.6 51.3
84.1 £3.6 L4 .6 54.4 54.4 £5.6 45.3 45.5 45.2
54.7 L3.5 6.0 55.8 54 O 57.4 44.5 44.5 44 .4
39.1 36.6 42.2 39.8 37.1 43.2 31.1 29.9 32.5
50.9 48.4 54.0 52.0 49.3 55.3 8.8 37.0 40.8
81.7 43.6 L4.3 52.5 0.2 55.2 41.3 39.6 43.1
54.5 52.5 56 8 55.1 53.1 57.5 33.9 37.5 40.5
54.2 S52.0 £6.8 54.9 2.7 57.5 38.9 37.1 40.8
52.5 50.3 oL 0 53.0 50.8 55.7 38.4 36.7 40.3
53.5 51.5 5.3 £3.9 51.9 58.2 37.9 35.9 40.0
52.6 50.¢9 54.4 53.0 51.3 54.9 36.4 34.6 38.2
5C.0 48.4 Ll1.8 50.3 48.6 52.0 3.6 33.8 37.5
52.1 S0.5 £3.8 52.5 50.9 $4.2 35.7 34.2 37.3
51, 49.8 52.8 51.5 49.9 £3.3 34.9 33.8 36.0
4/.8 45.6 49.9 48.1 46.0 50.4 52.5 31.1 34.0
48.7 46.9 50.8 49.3 47.3 1.4 32.9 31.8 33.9
48.7 47 3 50.2 48.1 47.6 50.8 31.3 29.6 33.1
47.8 46.2 49.1 48.0 46.6 49.5 30.8 29.1 32.7
50.5 43.1 52.0 S5J.9 49.5 52.5 33.1 31.7 34.6
51.5 49.8 03.4 51.9 50.2 55.8 34.6 32.9 36.4
49.1 47.6 50.6 49.4 48.0 L1.0 33.7 2.2 35.3
47.3 46.3 438.3 47 6 46.6 48.7 33.0 32.5 33.5

lBegimu.ng with 1959,1ncludes Alaska.



SECTION 6. MORTALITY STATISTICS

The death rate in 1959 was 9.4 per 1,000 population
with rates of 10.8 and.8.0 for males and females, respec-
tively (table 6-A). These rates were lower than those
which obtained during the previous 2 years when mortality
was affected by the influenza epidemic which began in
October 1957 and continued through April 1958. For males,
the rate was the same in 1959 as in the 2 years before the
epidemic, 1955 and 1956, while for females the rate was
a little higher in 1959.

The age-adjusted death rates' for the total population
and for the four color-sex groups are shown in table 6-B
for the death-registration States from 1900-1959. For the
total population the rate of 7.7 per 1,000 population was
lower than the rates shown for 1957 and 1958, and the
same as those for 1954-56. When the rates in 1959 for
males and females, 9.6 and 6.0, respectively, are compared
with those for 1955-56, it may be seen that the rate was
higher in 1959 for males and lower for females. The age-
adjusted death ratesin 1959 comparedwiththosein 1955-56
were the same for white males, lower for both white and
nonwhite females, and higher for nonwhite males.

Figure 6-1 and table 6-D show the age-specific death
rates for 1959 for white and nonwhite males and females.
The age pattern of mortality is similar for each of the
four color-sex groups: high rates in infancy are followed
by successively lower rates until the minimum is reached
during childhood, then the rates rise for each older age
group. The one exception is that the rate for white males
is higher at ages 20-24 than at 25-29 years. This is also
true for the population including Armed Forces abroad
(table 6-F) and reflects the predominance of accidents,
particularly motor vehicle accidents, as a cause of death
among white male adults.

The mortality ratesare, in general, higher for nonwhites
than for whites, and for males than for females. The excess
mortality for nonwhites is evident in every age group under
75 years, but beyond this age group the rates for whites
are higher. This reversal may not reflect accurately the
differential force of mortality among whites and nonwhites.
One reasonfor the reversal may be greater bias in report-
ing age on the death certificates among the nonwhite popu-
lation. Whatever the reasons, itis apparent that comparisons
of the death rates of whites and nonwhites at ages 75 years
and over should be made cautiously.

The trend of the crude death rate has been generally
downward since 1900, in spite of the fact that at various
times the rate has, within a given 4- or 5-year period,
fluctuated or remained fairly stable (table 6-A). The years

1955-39 constitute such a period, 1 which the rates have
varied within a relatively narrow range, higher than the
alitime low registered for 1954 but generally lower than
the rates shown for the early years of the past decade
1950-53.

When the death rates for the 1950-59 decade are
examined by age (table 6-C) it may be seen that broad age
groups exhibited different patterns or trends. Prior to
this decade, the general downward trend in each age group
was interrupted only spasmodically. Since 1954, however,
the age-specific death rates at ages 1-44 years have been
virtually unchanged, while for the age groups 45-64 years
the rates in 1959 continued the downward trends which had
been interrupted in 1957-58.

In the age group 85 years and over, which by virtue
of being an open-end category is mnot strictly comparable
to the other age groups, the death rate has increased
each year from 174.6 per 1,000 population in 1954 to 202.8
in 1959. General improvements in conditions affecting mor-
tality can result in a rise in the average age of the population
in this group, with a consequent rising death rate. Deaths
in this age group in 1959 are shown by single years of age
in table-6-E.

Cause of death, 1959

The main feature of mortality in 1959 is that death
rates for the major causes continued patterns shown in the
years prior to 1957, This is evident when due allowance is
made for the impact of the influenza epidemic of 1957 and
1958 and for the effects of the introduction in 1958 of the
Seventh Revision of the International Lists. (For discussion
of the effects of the Seventh Revision on comparability, see
text in section 1 of this volume.) :

The 15 leading causes of death remainedthe same as in
1958 and the 6 preceding years (figure 6-2 and table 6-G).1
The only difference in rank order between 1958 and 1959
was that chronic and unspecified nephritis and other renal
sclerosis, which had been the 13th leading cause in 1958,
became " the 14th in 1959, reversing positions with other
hypertensive diseases. The chief change in rank order
of the 15 leading causes of death since 1952 is the decline
of tuberculosis from a rate of 15.8 per 100,000 population
and the rank of 9th leading cause of death to a rate of 6.5

in 1959, and a rank of 15th cause.

1ror method of ranking causes of death, see text in sec-
tion 1 of this volume.

6-1



6-2

INTRODUCTION

FIGURE 6-I

DEATH RATES BY AGE, COLOR, AND SEX: UNITED STATES, 1959
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MORTALITY 6-3

FIGURE 6-2

THE 10 LEADING CAUSES OF DEATH, BY COLOR AND SEX:
UNITED STATES, 1259

(Rotas per 100,000 midyear In speclf group)

White Male 300 400
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Vascular leslons of central nervous system 103.2
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Certain diseases of early infancy 39.6
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Suicide 17.8
Cirrhosis of liver 14.9
Congenitel malformations 13.5
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White Female
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o—————
Vusculur lesions of central nervous system 1o.7

Accidenis 31.0
Certain diseases of early infoncy 26.7
Influenza ond pneumaonia 24.5
General arteriosclerosis 21.4
Digbetes mellitus 18.5
Congenital malfermations 10.9
Other diseases of circulatory system 7.8 .

Nonwhite Male

‘Diseases . of heart! ] 315.1
Malignant neoplosms 130.8
vascular lesions of central nervous system 116.6
Certain diseases of early infancy 94.1
Accldents 93.9
influenza and pneumonia 61.3
Homicide 34.8
Tuberculosis, all forms 19.4
Congenital malformations 5.2
Chronic and unspecitied nephritis 14.5

Nonwhite Female

’ " iDiseases_of heart! B 2522
Vasculor leslons of ceniral nervous system 123.2

“ Malignant neoplasms 106.6
Cerigin diseases of early infancy 69.8

j influenza and pneumonia 43.1
Accidents 37.6

Diabetes mellifus 21.2

Chronic ond unspecified nephritis 2.7

Congenital matformations 12.3

General arferiosclerosis 1.9

General mortality trends

Crude death rvates.—Table 6-A and figure 6-3 show
the crude death rate for 1900-1959. In this period the crude
death rate decreased by 47 percent from 17.2 per 1,000
in 1900 to a low of 9.2 in 1954. Since that time theé rate
has fluctuated, rising to 9.6 in 1957 and declining to 9.4 in
1959. The decline from 1900-1953 had been fairly continuous,
the only major interruption being the influenza pandemic
of 1918, when the rate rose to 18.1. The decrease in death
rate between 1953 and 1954, which was unusually large,
reflected primarily the fact that 1954 was a year singularly
free of respiratory epidemics.

It is apparent from figure 6-3 that the rate of decline
was not uniform throughout the period 1900-1954. Between
1600 and 1917 the rate declined almost three times faster
than it did for the period 1921-37. Probably as a result,
in part, of the successive introduction of serum thera