
increase in condom use was more wide-
spread, occurring in virtually every sub-
group, although it was not statistically sig-
nificant in every group. 

Marital Status
Data on contraceptive use among non-
Hispanic white and non-Hispanic black
women, according to marital status, are
shown in Table 6.
•Currently married women. What is re-
markable about contraceptive use among
married white women is that so little
change occurred: The proportions using fe-
male sterilization, male sterilization, the pill
and the condom all remained fairly stable
between 1982 and 1995. Among black mar-
ried women, however, reliance on female
sterilization increased from 37% to 54%
during that period, and the proportion
using the pill declined from 25% to 19%. 
•Never-married women. The changes among
unmarried women were far more dramat-
ic than those among married women.
Among never-married white women, the
proportion using the diaphragm dropped
from 17% in 1982 to 1% in 1995, while the
proportion using the male condom dou-
bled, from 14% to 30%. Among never-mar-
ried black women, the largest change was
a drop of 25 percentage points in pill use—
from 56% in 1988 to 31% in 1995. The pro-
portion of never-married black women
using the condom rose by 15 percentage
points between 1988 and 1995. In this
group, about 12% of women were using

portion of women using the diaphragm
was highest among college-educated
women (10%); the decline in use of that
method between 1988 and 1995 was
sharpest in that group (from 10% to 3%).
•Income. The income variable used in this
article, a ratio of the family’s income to the
federal poverty level, is divided into three
categories: an income less than 150% of the
poverty level (low income), an income
150–299% of the poverty level and an in-
come of 300% or more of the poverty level.
As with education, teenagers are exclud-
ed because most have not yet begun to
earn their own income, and adolescents
are less able than adults to estimate house-
hold income. 

The decline in pill use from 1988 to 1995
was quite dramatic among low-income
women (from 36% to 24%), but was not sig-
nificant in the other income groups. Con-
dom use, however, rose in all three groups. 
•Intent to have more children. The decline
in pill use and the increase in condom use
occurred mainly among women who in-
tended to have more children at some time
in the future (Table 5). There were virtu-
ally no changes in the pattern of method
use among women who did not intend to
have any more births. 

In sum, the decline in pill use between
1988 and 1995 occurred primarily among
the young, the less-educated, women with
low income, the never-married, black and
Hispanic women and women who in-
tended to have children in the future. The

newly available methods—the implant and
the injectable—in 1995. 
•Formerly married women. Female steril-
ization was the leading method in this
group in all three survey years. Nearly half
of white women and two-thirds of black
women in this category relied on female
sterilization in 1995 (44% and 66%, re-
spectively). Other methods, however,
showed sharp changes: Use of the IUD
and the diaphragm dropped to 1–2%
among whites and to almost zero among
blacks. In contrast, the proportion of for-
merly married women of either race using
the condom was 2% in 1982, but had in-
creased to 16% of whites and 12% of
blacks by 1995—again, probably a re-
sponse to concerns about HIV and STDs. 

Parity
Table 6 also shows data on contraceptive
use by parity—the number of births a
woman has had. About half of white con-
traceptive users with no births were using
the pill in each of the three surveys. In con-
trast, these women virtually abandoned the
diaphragm over the period (16% were using
the diaphragm in 1982, while only 2% were
doing so in 1995). The drop in diaphragm
use was offset by the large increase in con-
dom use (from 14% to 28%). Among child-
less black women, on the other hand, the
proportion using the pill dropped from 65%
in 1988 to 42% in 1995, and the proportion
using the condom soared from 20% to 38%. 

The trends for women with one child
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Table 6.  Percentage distribution of non-Hispanic white and non-Hispanic black contraceptive users aged 15–44, by current contraceptive
method, according to marital status and parity, 1982–1995

Race/ethnicity Marital status No. of births
and method

Currently married Never-married Formerly married 0 1 ≥2

1982 1988 1995 1982 1988 1995 1982 1988 1995 1982 1988 1995 1982 1988 1995 1982 1988 1995

Non-Hispanic white
Female sterilization 26 30 29 1 2 3 36 49 44 1 3 3 8 16 13 37 44 43
Male sterilization 17 20 20 2 2 1 5 5 5 5 6 5 11 10 9 18 22 21
Pill 18 19 21 53 60 52 31 28 23 51 57 52 35 32 33 10 10 12
Implant na na 1 na na 2 na na 1 na na 1 na na 2 na na 1
Injectable na na 2 na na 4 na na 3 na na 2 na na 6 na na 1
IUD 6 2 1 3 1 0 9 3 1 3 1 0 10 2 1 6 2 1
Diaphragm 7 7 3 17 6 1 8 7 2 16 7 2 12 10 2 5 5 2
Male condom 15 15 17 14 22 30 2 5 16 14 20 28 12 17 25 13 11 13
Other 11 8 7 10 7 6 10 5 6 10 7 7 12 12 7 11 6 6

Non-Hispanic black
Female sterilization 37 48 54 13 19 23 55 66 66 0 1 3 3 16 13 51 66 68
Male sterilization 4 2 5 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 2 1 2
Pill 25 25 19 58 56 31 19 16 13 61 65 42 63 55 38 19 17 10
Implant na na 1 na na 4 na na 2 na na 1 na na 5 na na 2
Injectable na na 2 na na 8 na na 2 na na 4 na na 11 na na 4
IUD 10 3 1 8 3 1 12 6 0 5 1 1 11 5 1 11 3 1
Diaphragm 4 3 2 3 2 1 3 2 0 4 3 1 2 4 2 3 1 0
Male condom 7 10 12 8 13 28 2 4 12 13 20 38 6 10 24 4 5 10
Other 14 10 5 10 8 5 11 6 3 16 9 8 14 9 4 10 7 3

Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100

Note: na=not applicable.




