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Figure 28

General Fertility Rates
Indiana Counties, 2006
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Comparison with State Percent: L]  Significantly Lower
[T Not Significantly Different
[ 7 significantly Higher

(A lower percentage is better)

SOURCE: ISDH, PHSDD, DAT, Table 32
This figure was run on July 2, 2008.
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Figure 29

Low Birthweight Infants (under 2,500 Grams)
Indiana Counties, 2006
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[ 7 significantly Higher

(A lower percentage is better)

SOURCE: ISDH, PHSDD, DAT, Table 32
This figure was run on July 2, 2008.
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Figure 30

Very Low Birthweight Infants (under 1,500 Grams)
Indiana Counties, 2006
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Comparison with State Percent: 1  Not Significantly Different
[ 7 significantly Higher

(A lower percentage is better)

SOURCE: ISDH, PHSDD, DAT, Table 32
This figure was run on July 2, 2008.
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Figure 31

Preterm Infants
Indiana Counties, 2006
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SOURCE: ISDH, PHSDD, DAT, Table 32
This figure was run on July 2, 2008.
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Figure 32

Prenatal Care (First Trimester)
Indiana Counties, 2006
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Comparison with State Percent: L]  Significantly Lower
[T Not Significantly Different
[ 7 significantly Higher

(A higher percentage is better)

SOURCE: ISDH, PHSDD, DAT, Table 32
This figure was run on July 2, 2008.
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Figure 33

Comparison with State Percent:

Alcohol Use During Pregnancy
Indiana Counties, 2006
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[T Not Significantly Different
[ 7 significantly Higher

(A lower percentage is better)

SOURCE: ISDH, PHSDD, DAT, Table 32
This figure was run on July 2, 2008.
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Figure 34

Smoking During Pregnancy
Indiana Counties, 2006
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SOURCE: ISDH, PHSDD, DAT, Table 32
This figure was run on July 2, 2008.
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Figure 35

Live Births to Unmarried Parents
Indiana Counties, 2006
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Comparison with State Percent: 7]  Significantly Lower
[T Not Significantly Different

[ 1 significantly Higher

SOURCE: ISDH, PHSDD, DAT, Table 32
This figure was run on July 2, 2008.




