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RESULTS

Women’s Characteristics and Extent of Mistiming 
Fifty-five percent of mistimed pregnancies were mistimed
by 24 months or less, 32% were mistimed by 25–60 months
and 13% were mistimed by more than 60 months (Table
1). Pregnancies were disproportionately mistimed by more
than three years among women younger than 20 (56%),
never-married women (47%), black women (43%) and
women for whom this birth was the first (42%). By con-
trast, more than half (58%) of mistimed pregnancies among
women who had completed college were 12 months or less
too early.

In our multivariate analyses, only age, marital status, and
race were significantly associated with mistiming (Table
2). Teenagers’ pregnancies were mistimed by significantly
more months than pregnancies among women in any other
age-group (46 vs. 25–31 months), and pregnancies among
women in their early 20s were mistimed by significantly
more months than pregnancies among older women. Preg-
nancy mistiming was not significantly different between
women in the two oldest age-groups. 

Never-married women’s pregnancies were mistimed by
significantly more months than formerly married women’s

(39 vs. 29 months), and married women’s pregnancies were
mistimed by significantly more months than formerly mar-
ried women’s (35 vs. 29).

Black women’s pregnancies were mistimed by signifi-
cantly more months than white women’s (38 vs. 32), but
there were no significant differences in mistiming between
black women or white women and women of other racial
groups.

Maternal Characteristics and Intendedness 
Sixty-nine percent of all pregnancies ending in a singleton
live birth were reported as intended, 12% as moderately
mistimed, 10% as seriously mistimed and 9% as unwant-
ed (Table 3). Only 6% of intended pregnancies were among
women younger than 20, compared with 14% of moder-
ately mistimed and unwanted pregnancies and 47% of those
that were seriously mistimed. Of the six pairwise compar-
isons between categories of intendedness, five revealed sig-
nificant differences by women’s age; the exception was that
the distributions of moderately mistimed and unwanted
pregnancies were indistinguishable. 

The results for marital status were similar to those for
age: Only 14% of intended pregnancies were among never-
married women, while 64% of seriously mistimed preg-
nancies and intermediate proportions of other categories
were among this group. Again, the only comparison that
was not significant was between moderately mistimed and
unwanted pregnancies. 

Sixty-six percent of pregnancies reported as seriously
mistimed ended in first births. By comparison, first births
accounted for 18% of unwanted pregnancies. About 40%
of both intended and moderately mistimed pregnancies
were first births; these were the only distributions that did
not differ significantly from each other on this variable. 

Significantly larger proportions of unwanted and seri-
ously mistimed pregnancies than of others were among
women living below 150% of the poverty level, women who
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TABLE 1. Number (in 000s) and percentage distribution of mistimed pregnancies end-
ing in live births, by the extent of mistiming, according to maternal characteristics

Characteristic N Extent of mistiming (no. of mos. early)

1–6 7–12 13–24 25–36 37–48 49–60 >60 Total

All 4,120 8.5 21.4 24.7 15.1 6.6 10.5 13.2 100.0

Age at birth
<20 1,207 2.8 6.2 17.6 17.4 10.6 17.5 27.8 100.0
20–24 1,567 5.8 21.1 30.9 15.4 6.6 10.7 9.5 100.0
25–29 748 15.6 32.6 25.7 13.3 4.9 4.1 3.7 100.0
30–44 598 18.6 38.8 21.4 11.9 0.3 3.7 5.3 100.0

Marital status at birth
Never-married 1,849 3.2 9.2 22.6 18.2 9.6 15.1 21.9 100.0
Married 2,032 13.5 32.9 25.2 12.4 4.0 5.8 6.2 100.0
Formerly married 239 7.9 17.6 36.3 13.3 4.8 14.5 5.6 100.0

Parity
1 2,099 7.8 13.5 20.8 15.7 9.5 13.0 19.7 100.0
2 1,140 8.9 26.6 29.2 17.8 3.0 8.0 6.5 100.0
≥3 881 10.0 33.3 28.3 10.2 4.0 7.8 6.4 100.0

Poverty level  at
interview
0–149% 1,274 6.4 17.4 31.1 17.3 7.3 11.7 8.8 100.0
150–299% 1,079 9.5 33.7 23.8 13.9 2.5 7.0 9.6 100.0
≥300% 740 19.4 30.4 27.6 10.5 2.5 3.9 5.7 100.0

Education at interview
<high school

diploma/GED 558 9.5 28.3 24.9 17.0 5.5 6.1 8.7 100.0
High school 

diploma/GED 1,317 7.9 20.8 30.4 17.1 5.7 10.7 7.4 100.0
Some college 735 8.1 28.2 30.5 10.2 3.7 8.6 10.7 100.0
≥college 481 22.9 35.5 19.2 11.0 1.4 3.1 6.9 100.0

Race
Black 861 3.4 10.8 25.4 17.8 8.1 15.2 19.2 100.0
White 2,987 10.0 24.7 24.7 13.9 6.5 9.5 10.7 100.0
Other 272 9.1 18.3 22.4 19.2 2.8 6.7 21.5 100.0

Notes: For poverty level and education, data are shown only for women aged 22–44 at the time of interview. Ns
are weighted to reflect national averages.

TABLE 2. Results of multivariate analysis indicating mean
number of months (and standard error) of mistiming, by
maternal characteristics

Characteristic Mean mos.

Age**
<20 46.4 (2.4)
20–24 31.2 (1.4)†
25–29 24.7 (1.8)†,‡
30–44 25.3 (2.1)†,§

Marital status**
Never-married 38.8 (1.7)††
Married 35.3 (3.0)‡‡
Formerly married 28.8 (1.4)

Race*
Black 38.2 (2.4)§§
White 32.0 (1.1)
Other 37.4 (3.5)

*Overall p<.05. ** Overall p<.0001. †Significantly different from <20 at p<.0001.
‡Significantly different from 20–24 at p<.001. §Significantly different from 20–24
at p<.05. ††Significantly different from formerly married at p<.0001. ‡‡Signif-
icantly different from formerly married at p<.05. §§Significantly different from
white at p<.05. Note: Analysis also included parity, poverty level and education. 


