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Mexico, January 22-25, 1980
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S!ITMARY 

CDC/PAAO have a contract (No. 200-79-0942) with the Coordinacion del Programa
 

provide CDC with .pecific data
National 	dc Planificacion Familiar of Mexico tc 

and Childfrom the 1979 Mexican National Survey of Family Planning and Maternal 

include ferti lity estimates, contraceptive prevalence
Health. 	 These data wi l1 

data, and information on levels of mnternal and child heal h services for LIe 

reports sp,'cifiadsix northern border states. We have received the first two 


unler our contractual arrangement.
 

We hive worked closely with Pope Carc:ia Nunez and his staff and with Alan 

Keller of PAIHO) to devel op a plan for a comprlenr:'ive collaborative report for 

the U.S./M:xico Border bared on data from the U.S./Mexico Border Survey conducted 

by CDC in porit ions of Tei s , N w Mexico, Arizona, and California and data f0om 

tli M Cxican National Survey -'hich is specific to the six northern Mexican 

of tab.littions to he prodmced by Mexico.border states. We have agreed on a set 

1979 foreign
These are specifiled in TAB FIwhii.clh is nttanch.'d tO tile Novmber 27, 

trip report. 

intermediate to the overall col].aborative report, CDC and ouir Mexi can cointor­

parts are att eiiipt iniig to prepare seoparate but cuori I iiialtech p resent ati:ons of survey 

tie LI.S. Me:xi co Bo rder liea.thI Asso'i-'cresuil ts f roin the respect iye countr o'' nt 

20-2', 1.980. Tis ns posed some dif fi.culties because ifation Meeting, April 
'ata from tie two surveys have becomedifferences in the t 1 rnm w ith whi c 

availabl.e. The U.S. survey data is now in its preliminary analysis plhts e while. 

the Mexican survey data is approximately si :x away being ready forweeks from 

ana.ysis.
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We are consulting frequently with ilexico hy telephone and have recently had a 

to assist Sehor Nulhez and his staff to formulate plansconsultation visit 

and finalize det;ails in o rder to get a subset oi tabulations from TAB F in 

time for analyss and presentation as the Mexican prtion of a joint report 

at the Border mce tin 

Our recent consultation visit resulted in agreement on the time frame and
 

to be produced and agreement that CDC will
 content of 15 basic tabulations 

provide technical assistance in analyzing the data and in writing the report 

official of the Mex,:ican Ministry of Health.to be delivered by an 


I. 	 DATES AND P'LACES OI TRAVEL 

January 22-25, 1980 - Mexico City, Mexico
 

II. FURPOSE 

tabulations
A. 	To discuss with Pope Garcia Nufiez and his staff details of 


which CDC proposes to be produced from the Mexican National Survey
 

Association Meeting
for presentation at the U.S./Mexico Corder Health 


in Salti]lo, Mex:-:ico, April 20-23, 1980.
 

from COC's U.S./Mcxico Border SurveyB. 	To discuss pre.liminary results 

with our Mexican counterparts and to diiscuss statistical details of 

our weighting scheme and method of calculating standard errors based 

Irm POPIiAB, Univorsity of North Carolina at on consultation Lo C)C 
Chapel. Hill; als to discussa tho Me:-:ican scheme of weighting and 

calculation ri s tandard e'rror7s. 

(:urcia and his staff in further detail 

CDC and tx" O a p tans for a compr'hen- iye coll aborative report of 
country surveys. 

C. 	To d,,cu, with Pce a NuiK' 

findirs 	for tLhe U.S./Nx.c. Bordei rom the two 

D. 	To pr ovide technical rcv La' of the tab]cs that Pepe Garcia Nudiez and 

his staff hyave proposod for pre qon Ltion to the President of Mexico 

in' mld-Malch. 

:nl 	his staf f and withE. 	To di-cus, and itvi,, with P'epo Garcia Nuilez 

Keller plun,:; and time F'amcs for e..diting the dUia and preparingAlan 

a clean data. tape for ansly ;i
 

CDC 	by Pepe
F. 	To ascer ntiii,h t echni' a a si'stance will be needed from 

in order to have a presentation of col.labo-Garcia Y'.,ez and ,Alan IK,1.l 
20-23,rative rc'sults ready to deli ve at tie Border Meeting, April 


1980.
 

G. To oiscus the scrnd quarterly progre,l ssr in fulfil.lment of the; roporr 


contract. 
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III. CHIEF PERSONS CONTACTED
 

(Pepe) Garcia Nui[ez, Survey Director, Mexican National "amily
A. 	 Jose 

Planning,and Mauternal and ChildiHea1th Survey
 

B. 	Leopoldo Nion, St[ff )emographer 

C. 	Dr. Alan keller, PA:O
 

IV. BACKGROUND
 

At the U.S./MeniuLo Border Health Association Meeting in 1978 a technical 

resolution was adopted supporting a collaborative vf ort between PAHO and 

U.S. and Mexican health officials to collect information along the U.S./
 

Mexico 	border needed to more precisely specify family l.anning and MCIH 

better allocate public reuroircen to resolvepolicies and goalI.s and to 

social, ecOiomitI c, and health prol].ems resul Liro,iO m inadle at.e services. 

Household probab ility s,-urveys oin botL sides of tihe boiler are being used to 

assess current' ; and needs 'or cootracept ivu :11(1 MCII s;ervices. CDC was 

given responsihilit'' -.r conduct ing; a su rvey on th I.S. sid, oi the border 

,n !:-'1nk aspects of the
and for col laboratt ing wit h the >eoxi cani ev.rl&. ieal 

survey conductie ed by Me.:ic o on the ir side of the '-,rdae, 

BocdIer Survey conducted by CDC is now in its preliminary analysis
'TeU.S./Mc:i co 
nnc:ies of &I 	variableos have b een prodiced and tabulations needed stage. Frequ 


the 	 20-03, 1980 are partially complete
for presentat iH at Border meeting, Apr1i 


and wil h. comp .et0d 1y late I'ebruary wct-.ct ect nii.I a:->si.stance from POPILAB.
 
and 	a strateugy
Weights have beon derived and atldd to tLe fina taLape is 

being developed for calculation of qtleinard errors.
 

V f'''ilitv, mortal ty, coitrceptive use and MCII 
A nationwi, lc::(al alrvy'' 

lStd NS2tie j h;,t.L: t oli t t, dLti ti1e2 Mexican
services in being ba-k ,_i 	 IieL 011 

side of the ..S.// -:coto1-'de . towever, the alLitut] survey lackI ed -1 :tdequate 

sample si t " provide l i.'LieJ ' ti-rte-; for ti border area, so CDC has 

double tLe ntlilpld s;iei tihu nortkeh, rn border statescontracted Lhotruti PAdit) Lo 

to obtain dltqtl-w tai' i toL p repare an anmalytical repott of fIdings relative 

[o the oblactiv, sat fiLth in iihe I.S./Moxico I tti Aso-iaLion technical 

resolutio Ff)1978. 

, effort to
 an attempt to ,<ti'lIsh a 	bettei undrstnndin l the Me.:a:icmIn 

collect ~nd analyze family plalning and maternt.l. and tild, health data from
 

their national 	 su.rvey aid in oirder to monitoc the CiiC/PAO contract which
 

for the :0XiCin survey to over s1mp:l.1 e the b ,der,two previous
provided Ioney 


trips have beein made L" meet with Pepe Nt-.ez i sLaff and Alan
;arcia aid Ith 

Keller of PAIR) (see Fore ifgn Trip Report, Novehmber 27, 1979). 
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V. RESULTS OF CONSULTATION
 

A. We agreed on 15 basic tabulations (see 	Attachment I) which the
 

Mexicans 	 will produce jy mid-March. These will serve as th, basis 

and given at
of analysis for an analytical paper to be prepared 

April 20-23, 1980. The production
the Border Association Meeting 

or Pepe Garcia Nufiez's staff's
of these tabulations is contingent 

and build a clean analysis tape in a sufficiecnt
ability to edit 

that a 
time frame. An alternative plan was agreed on in the event 

analysis ape cannot be prepared in time to produce all 15 
clean 

for theThat alternative plan callstabulations by mid-March. 
(Tables 9-14 in Attachment I)tabulationscontraceptive prevalence 

to be produced from the previously done 1978 National Survey rather 

current National Survey. The tabulations for making
than the 1979 

1-7 Attachment I) will be produced
fertility estimates (Tables in 


from the L979 National Survey in either case.
 

on creation of weights and calculation of standard 	 errors 
B. Information using ato calculate standard errors 

was exchanged. CDC is proposing 
the Triangle

computer package (SESUDAAN) developed at Research
technical 

of North Ca relina, while the Mexicans
Instinute for SENIC--University 

intend to use CLUSTERS developed at the University of Michigan and
 

to Seior Nuhez that
 
used by the World Fertility Survey. We proposed 


early February with POPLAB's sampling
in our further discussions iv 

expLore cle relative merits 
expert, Willi.am Kalsbeek, that we would 

the two computer packages. We discussed briefly
and disadvantages of 

p eliminary results of our U.S. survey, mostly 
regarding presen­

some 

tation styleA.. 

initial 15 basic tabulations for the U.S./

C. We agreed tha:: after the 


done, Seiior Nuiiez andAssociation Meeting are
Mexico Border Health 
the remaining tabulations suggested

his staff will begi n work on 
in TAB F (See Attachments to Foreign Trip Report,previously by CIDC 


basis ofThese tabulations will serve as the
November 27, 1979). 

a larger collaboiative border report to be
Mexico',s contribut ion to 


both coun tries.
prepared ioint.y by 

staff are proposing
D. 	 A review of t.e tabul atir'ns that Seior Nuhoz and hii 

mortali ty, growth rate, and
for a major presentation of fert[Lity, 

that they had already
contraceptive prevalence to the President indicated 

pa rt of 
included some of the 15 tabuLations we were propos:ing as a 

But our review also helped to beutter define and refine
their tabs. 

fertility tables and contraceptive prevalence
the precise content of the 

to basic data necessary to compute


tables, especially as related 


refined fertility rates.
 

http:Willi.am


Page 5 - William H. Foege, M.D. 

E. We svggested to Senor Nudez that an additional edit of consistency 

between household and respondent information, where possible, might 

prove useful. 
discussed the 

He agreed to incorporate the additional edit. 

edit procedures used by CDC for the U.S./Mexico 
We 
Border 

Survey and the proposed 
They anticipate it will 

edit 
take 

procedures to 
approximately 

be used 
6 weeks 

by 
to 

the Mexicans. 
complete the 

edit of the prevalence survey data (excluding the continuation 

sec'ion). Senor Nudez doe3 not plan to begin editing the maternal 

and child health portion of the survey until the prevalence part 

is 
in 

completely edited. Alan Keller will be involved with Senlor Nunez 

editing the contraceptive continuation section and the maternal 

and child health portion. 

F. We agreed 
review of 

that CDC staff should return 

the 15 basic tabulations for 
to Mexico to provide technical 

the border meeting when they 

are produced and to take these tabulations back to CDC for compilation 

into tables for presentation. If the tables are not completely 

satisfactory, this return visit should allow time for adjudication of 

differences and determining if correct tabulations can be produced in 

the time frame. We also agreed that demographic technical assistance 

would be provided to Alan Keller and others in the actual writing ol 

the presentation for the Border Association mecr:ing. This offer of 

CDC demographic technical assistance has also o en made to Dr. Sergio 

Correu Azcona, Direccion General de Salud Materno Infantil y PlanLfi­

cacion of Familiar January 22, 1980 by Marlyn Kefauver of the Office 

of International Health. Additional consultation nd contact will be 

necessary at 
which rime a 

some 
more 

time near the 
comprehensive 

end of the contract July 1, 
collaborative report based 

1980 at 
on all of 

the tabulations specified in TAB F will be prepared. 

content of the second quarterly progress reportG. 	 We collaborated on the 

required by the contract.
 

VI. FUTURE ACTIVIT'IES 

One 	 trip in mid-MarchThree additional trips for consultation are planned. 

will be to review the 15 basic computer tabul.tions specified for the U.S./ 

and to bring those tabulations backMexico Border Health Association Meeting 
Another trip approximatelyto CDC for data reduction, compilation and analysis. 



Page 6 - William H. Foege, M.D.
 

two weeks later (April 1) will be for the purpose of working with Alan Keller
 

actually write an analytical report for presentation
and Pepe Garcia Nunez to 

at the Border Meeting. A final trip for consultat ion in June or July will 

finalize plan; for the coumprchensive collaborative report of findings specified 

earlier con, iltation.by the TAB F tabulations which were agreed on at an 


Jack C. Smith, M.S.
 

Chief, Statistical Services Branch
 

Charles W. Warren, Ph.D.
 

Statis tician/Demographer
 

Statistical Services Branch
 

Family Planning Evaluation Division
 

Bureau of Epidemiology
 

Attachment
 



At tachment 

PROPOSED MINIMUM TABUILATIiJ,.S 

FOR COLLAtLoRATIVE ANALYSIS 

FROM UNITEI) STATES AND MEXICO SURVEYS 
OR U.S./MEX I C ()BORDER ASS(OCIATION NII.ETINC 

APRII, 20-23, 1980 

Filters: 

1) 6 Northern States in Mexico
 

Women Currently Married or in Consensual Union2) 

3) Women Aged 15-44 Years
 



TABLE 

I) 	Percent l)istribution of Currently Married Women 15-44 by Five-Year Age
 

Group and Size of Location
 

2) 	 Percent Distribution of Currently Married Women 15-44 
by Number of Children
 

Ever Born and Current Age (WFS 9.2.1a)
 

of Currep tly Ma rried Women 15-44 by Number of Children 
3) 	Percent Distribution 


Ever Born and Years Since First Marriage (WFS 2.2.2a)
 

Mean Number of Children Ever Born to Currently Married Women 15-44 by Age at
 4) 	
First Marriage and Years Since First Marriage (WFS 2.2.3a)
 

Mean Number of Children ever Born to Currently Married Women 1.5-44 by Age at 
5) 


First Ma rr:iae and Current Age (WFS 2.2.4a) 

6) 	'Tota-l topulat ion by Single Year of Age, Five-Year Age Group and 
Sex (POPLAB 

--First Pr io)rity 'Table 1) 

7) 	Total Population Currently Married Women 15-4i4 by Single Year of Age, Five-

Year Age Group 

8) 	Number of Currently Married Women 15-44 Reporting 
a Birch in the 12 Months
 

(POPLAB--

Preceding the Survey, by Age Group and Number of Children 

Ever Born 


First Priorcitv Table 9)
 

Percent of Currently Married Respondents Either 
Currently Using Contraception


9) 

by Method or Not Currently Using Contraception by Reason 

by Education (TAB F-­

C.8)
 

Contraception
10) 	 Percent of Currently Married Respondents Either Currently Using 


by Method or Not Currently Using Contraception by 
Reason by Age Group
 

(TAB V--C.9)
 

Currentlv Using Contraception
(of rorrentlv Married Respondents Either
11) 	 Percenttf 


by Number of Living

by Met:hod or Not (:urrently Using Contraception by Reason 

Children (TAB F - C. 10) 

1.2) 	 Percent of Currently Married Respondents L.ther CurrentlyiUsin g Cont rae option 

by Method or N) t Currently Using Contraception by Reas'n by Current Employment 

Status (TAB F - C. II) 

Percent of Currentlv Married Responlents Either Currently 
Using Contraception


13) 

by Metlhod or Not Currently Using Contraception 

by Reason by Years Since First 

Marri age (TB F -- C.12) 

14) Percent Of CUi-rOnt Iv !arried Respondents i iler CurrentlyIU in>,Contracep tion 

at. First Marriage
Not Current v Us ing Contraception by Reason by Ag'

by ,,hLhod or 

(TAB 	F - C.15)
 

Gontraception by Source of
 
1.5) 	 Prcent of (urrentlv Married Current Users of 


D.13)
Contraception (TAB F"- I
Contrareption and Method of 




Table I 

PERCENT 
BY 

DISTRIBUTION OF CURRENTLY Mik'xIED WOMEN 15-44 

FIVE YEAR AGE GROUP AND SIZE OF LOCATION 

Size of Location 

Age 

15-19 

< 50000 

-­

50,000 

20-24 

25-29 

30-34 

35-39 

40-44 

All 



Table 2 

Current 
Age 

15-19 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION OF CURRENTLY HARRIED WOMEN 15-44 

BY NUMBER OF CHILDREN EVER BORN AND CURRENT AGE 
(WFS TABLE 2.2. Ia) 

Number Children Ever Born 
0 1 2 ... * Mean 

Unweighted 
Number 

20-24 

25-29 

30-34 

35-39 

40-44 

All 

*The distribution should extend to the maximum recorded value 



Table 3 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION OF CURRENTLY MARRIED WOMEN 15-44
 

BY NUMBER OF CHILDREN EVER BORN AND YEARS SINCE FIRST MARRIAGE
 
(WFS TABLE' 2.2.2a)
 

Years Since Number Children Ever Born
 
Unweighted
First 


Marriage_ 0 1 2 ... * Mean Number 

< 5
 

5- 9
 

10-14
 

15-19
 

20-24
 

25-29
 

30+
 

All
 

*The distribution should extend to the maximum recorded value 



Table 4 

MEAN NUMBER OF CHILDREN EVER BORN TO CURRENTLY MARRIED
 

WOMEN 15-44 BY AGE AT FIRST MARRIAGE AND YEARS SINCE FIRST MARRIAGE
 

(WFS TABLE 2.2.3a) 

Years Since 
First 

Marriage 

< 5 

< 15 15-17 

Age at First Marriage 

18-1.9 20-21 22-24 25-29 30 + All 

5- 9 

10-14 

15-19 

20-24 

25-29 

30 + 

All 

Unweighted 
Number 



Table 5 

NUMBER OF CHILDREN EVER BORN TO CURRENTLY MARRIED WOMEN 15-44MEAN 
BY AGE AT FIRST MARRIAGE AND CURRENT AGE
 

(WFS TABLE 2.2.4a) 

Age at First Marriage
Current 

20-21 22-24 
 25-29 30 + 


Age < 15 15-17 18-19 
All
 

15-19
 

20-24
 

25-29 

30-34
 

35-39
 

40-44 

All 

Unwe igh ted 
'"!11mber 



Table 6
 

TOTAL POPULATION BY SINGLE YEAR OF AGE, FIVE-YEAR AGE GROUP
 

AND SEX
 
(POPLAB--FIRST PRIORITY TABLE 1)
 

Age Total Male Female
 

Total
 

0
 

1
 

2
 

3
 

4
 

0- 4
 

5
 

9
 

5- 9
 

10-14
 

70-74
 

75+
 

1.5-19 



Table 7 

TOTAL POPULATION CURRENTLY MARRIED WOMEN 15-44
 

BY SINGLE YEAR OF AGE, FIVE-YEAR AGE GROUP 

Number of
 

Age Currently Married Women
 

15
 

16
 

17
 

18
 

19
 

15-19
 

20
 

24
 

20-24
 

25
 

29
 

25-29
 

40-44
 

All
 



Table 8 

NUMBER OF CURRENTLY MARRIED WOMEN 15-44 REPORTING A BIRTH 

1-2 MONTHS PRECEDING THE SURVEY, BY ACE GROUP AND NUMBER OF 
EVER BORN 

(POPLAB--FIRST PRIORITY TABLE 9) 

NUMBER OF CHILDREN EVER BORN 

IN THE 
CHILDREN 

To.al 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 + 

15-19 

20-24 

2.3- 29 

30-34 

35-39 

40-44 



Table 9 

PERCENT OF CURRENTLY MARRIED RESPONDENTS EITHER 

CURRENTLY USING CONTRACEPTION BY METHOD OR NOT 

CURRENTLY USING CONTRACEPTION BY REASON BY EDUCATION 

(SEE TAB F--TABLE C.8) 

Years of Education 
6 7-9 10 + Total0 1-3 4-5Contracejtive Status 


-Currently -Usi ng 

Tuba Ligation 
Vasec Lomy 
I nj ection 
Oral, NOTE: Variable C.33 by C.4
 

IlJI) See V.3 Description/Creation
 

Condom of Variables for Mexico Survey
 

Wi thdrawal (TAB F)
 

Rhy thi
 
Other
 

No, C i ,rntl U.sijn 

t-vsterec tony 
C:rrentl preg'nant
 

Dhirin pregnancy
 

Pos: t Partum/Breastfeeding
 
Not now sexually active
 
Residual
 

T toa l 

Unweighted Number 



Table 10 

PERCENT OF CURRENTLY MARRIED RESPONDENTS EITHER 

CURRENTLY USING CONTRACEPTION BY METHOD OR NOT 

:URRENTLY USING CONTRACEPTION BY REASON KA' AGE GROUP 

(SEE TAB F--TABLE C.9) 

Age GotalStatus_
Contraceptive_

Contraeptve Status 15-19 20-24 25-29 30-34 35-39 40-44 Total 

Current~lyUnRP 

Tubal Ligation
 
Vasectomy
 
Injection
 
Oal NWTE: Variable C.33 by C.2
 

IUD See V.3 Description/Creation
 

Condom of Variables for Mexico Survey
 
(TAB F)Withdrawal 


P.hy thin
 
Other
 

Not Currently Using 

Hysterectomy
 

Currently pregnant
 
I)e~;iring pregnancy
 
Po, t Par Ltim/Broast feeding
 
Not now sexually active
 
Resii dual
 

Total
 

Unweighted Number 



Tabl e 11
 

PERCENT OF CURRENTLY MARRLIED RESP)NDENTS EITHER
 

CURRENTLY USING CONTRACEPTiO1N BY METHOD OR NOT
 
CHILDREN
CURRENTLY USING CONTRACEPTION BY REASON BY NUMBEIR OF LIVING 

(SEE TAB F--TABLE C.10) 

Number of LIvinm Children 
5 ( 7 8 9 10 + Total0 1 2 3 4Contraceptive Status 


Currently Using 

Tubal Ligat ion
 

Vasectomy
 

Inj ect ion
 
NOTE: Variable C.33 by C.10
Oral 


See V.3 Description/Creation
IuD 
Condom 	 of Variables for Mexico Survey
 

(TAB F)
Wit hdrawal 

Rhythin
 
Other 

Not Currentlv Usin 

ly, terectomy 

Currently pregnant
 
D ,,r1 1. in, regnancy
 

Po Partnm /Breastfeeding
 

Not now s;xually active
 

Residual
 

Total
 

lnwelghted Number
 



Table 12
 

PERCENT OF CURRENTLY MARRIED RESPONDENTS EITHER
 

CURRENTLY USING CONTRACEPTION BY METHOD OR NOT 
BY CURRENTCURRENTLY USING CONTRACEPTION BY REASON 

EMPLOYMENT STATUS 
(SEE TAB F--TABLE C.11) 

Current Employment Status Total
 

Emplroyed Unemployed Total
 
Contraceptive Status 


Currently Usi
 

Tubal Ligation
 
Vasectomy
 
Injection
 

NOTE: Variable C.33 by C.5
Oral 

See V.3 Description/Creation
IUD 

of Variables for Mexico SurveyCondom 

(TAB F)
Withdraf, 1 


Rhythm
 
Other
 

Not Currently Using 

Hysterectomy
 
Currently pregnant
 
Desj ring pregnancy
 
Post Partiurn/Breast feeding
 

Not now sexually active
 
Residual
 

Total
 

Unweighted Number 



Table 13 

PERCENT OF CURRENTLY MARRIED RESPONDENTS EITHER
 

CURRENTLY USING CONTRACEPTION BY METHOD OR NOT
 

CURRENTLY USING CONTRACEPTION BY REASON BY YEARS
 
SINCE FIRST MARRIAGE
 

(SEE TAB F--TABLE C.12) 

Years Since First Marriage 
< 5 5-9 10-14 15-19 20 + Total

Contraceptive Status 


Currently Using
 

Tubal Ligation 
Vasectomy
 
Iuj ection 
Oral NOTE: Variable C.33 by C.28
 

IUI) See V.3 Description/Creation
 

Condom of Variables for Mexico Survey
 

Wi thdrawal (TAB F)
 

Rhy thi 
Other
 

Not CuLrrently Using 

Hysterectomy 
Current:ly pregnant
 
I)e .~i ng pregnancy
 
Post Partimn/Breastfeeding
 
Not now sexually active
 
Res i dual
 

Total
 

Uneighted Number 



Table 14
 

PERCENT OF CURRENTLY MARRIED RESP014DENTS EITHER
 
CURRENTLY USING CONTRACEPTION BY METHOD OR NOT 
CURRENTLY USING CONTRACEPTION BY REASON BY
 

AGE AT FIRST MARRIAGE 
(SEE TAB F--TABLE C.15) 

Age at First Marriage
 
Contraceptive Status < 15 15-17 18-19 20-21 22-24 25 + Total
 

Currently Using 

Tubal Ligation
 
Vasectomy
 
Injection
 
Oral NOTE: Variable C.33 by C.26
 
IUD See V.3 Description/Creation
 
Condom of Variables for Mexico Survey
 
Withdrawal (TAB F)
 
Rhythm
 
Other 

Not Currently Using 

Hysterectomy
 
Currently pregna it
 
Desiring5 pregnancy
 
Post Partuun/Breast feeding
 
Not now sexually active
 
Residual
 

Total 

Unweighted Number 



Table 15 

PERCENT OF CURRENTLY MARRIED CURRENT USERS OF CONTRACEPTION 
BY SOURCE OF CONTRACEPTION AND METHOD OF CONTRACEPTION
 

(SEE TAB F--TABLE D.13) 

Method of Contracetion* 

Tubal
 

Source Ligation Vasectomy Injection Orals IUD Condom Foam Other 

Mexico 

SSA
 
IMSS
 
ISSSTE
 
Community Agency
 

Other 

Inst itutions
 
Financed by the
 

(ove rnen t
 
F I'P,' C
 

Phnarmaqcy 

Priv'ate M.D.
 
Stnre
 
Other
 

United States 

*Rhythm and Withdrawal does not apply 


